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debts or obligations of Texas for which her rev- 
enues from customs were hypothecated, and for 
which the Government of the United States, in 
consequence of the annexation, was bound in 
honor and in equity to be responsible. Now sup- 
pose, Mr. President, that you are a creditor, and 
are allowed twenty per cent. upon your obliga- 
tions: | ask you what becomes of the obligation 
of the United States? Is it not the duty of the 
United States as much to pay you, as to pay the 
man whose debts were scaled at eighty-seven and 
a half cents? Sir, if because the revenues of Texas 
were pledged for those debts, the Government of 
the United States, in consequence of the resolu- 
tions of annexation, was bound to pay them, it is 
bound to pay every one to the letter and full face 
of the obligation. ‘That isthe ground that I take. 

Mr. MILLER. With the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, 1 move that the Senate 


I hope not. 
Let us have a vote. 
We cannot 


Mr. 
Mr. 


time. 


vote for some 


INTER. 

upon the motion. 
Mr. MILLER. 
M 


Mr. Ht I call for the yeas and nays 
I withdraw it 

r. ATCHISON. I renew it. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I beg to make an ay 
peal to the Senator from Virginia to withdraw this 
controverted amendment. Let us get through 
with other less important amendments, and have 
a vote if he pleases in the morning with a full 
Senate on this. It is an important question, in- 
volving seven or eight millions of dollars, and | 
think we ought to have it voted upon in a full 
Senate. Let us get through with the ordinary 
business, and then we can have a vote upon the 
merits of the proposition. 

Mr. MASON. As far as courtesy iS concerned, 
I would be very glad if I could yield to the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. DODGE. Iam sure of that. 

Mr. MASON. But every one knows that we 
have now the whole night before us, and if it is 


ap- 


| the pleasure of Senators to sit here and debate the 


aes LYST Te” Seas as ale 
vas $5,000,000 fixed as the sum to be | 
it was upon a statement made—which 
| have seen—in which this specific por- 
'exas debts was said not to amount 
e than $4,500,000. That being supposed 
fact, $5,000,000 were retained in the 
y, not only for the purpose of paying these 
vainst the State of Texas, but for releasing 
United States from all this hypothetical obliga- 
ch she was assumed to be under to pay 
ums. Now, what is the proposition of 
le Senator from Virginia? Itis to pay 
nants the amount that has been allowed 
} the State of Texas. What is that? 
viduals have gone to Texas, presented 
nd had allowed, as the Senator from 
uf says, eighty-seven anda half cents on 
id [ think some more. Others have 
to twenty cents on the dollar; 
rying from eighty-seven and a half to 
\ccording to this amendment of 
é tor from Virginia, the Treasury of the 
tes is to pay those claims according to 
e of the State of Texas. 
e are, I understand, $8,333,000 of these 
You have $5,000,000 to pay them with. 
iitors who have their scalage at the 
| come into the i rof the 
, and take tl r issue of stock; but 
iled at twenty or thirty cents 
\ otcome in. They are unwill- 
ount Therefore the result of 
tof the Senator from Virginia will 
vho have had their claims scaled at 
ighty cents on the doliar, will 
ke the $5,090,000, and leave noth- 
hose claims were scaled at thirty, 
, or twenty cents. If the fund should 
ted in this way, there will be $3,333,000 
of vrovided for. 
HOUSTON. The $8,000,000 is the sum 
) pay all the demands, according to their 
e took place; but as they are 
is impossible for the amount, as it 
) i tthe fund. The iniention of 
of th senator from Virginia is 
vho are willing to take their 
d rates, shall have permission 
not be prevented from realizing their 
richt contumacy of a few seditious would- | 
CLARK! 1 understand that, and I think 
1} 4 iently. The proposition made 
by t honorable Senator from Maryland, is to 
ssue $8,333,000 of stock. According to that, you 
revery man the face of his obligation. But 
you ti proposition of the honorable 
f ginia, to issue the $5,000,000 of 
om the Treasury, according to the dispo- 
. i of the creditors to come in and take, you 
$5,000,900 with which to pay $8,333,000 of 
( s. How are you going to pay it? To each 
il, A, B, C, or D, precisely as he chooses 
to come in and take it? Who will come in? A 
Gb? Gentlemen within my eye will come in, 
wl ave got their scalage at eighty-seven and a 
I ents on the dollar. Perhaps the amount of 
the t,as scaled by Texas, will be $6,000,000 
or $6,500,000. Under the amendment of the Sen- 


rom Virginia, they will have absorbed your 
whole $0,000,000, and you will have no more 
money. What then becomes of the rest of the 
Mr. RUSK. 


repor 


t of the Auditor and Comptroller, he will find 





Luat 
scaled routes, but a large amount will be left. 
Mr. CLARKE. [allow thatto be true; and if so, 
tne scalage is lower than I thought it was. “ The 
Senator from Texas says that his State has so 
scaled the debt that the five millions cannot-be ex- 
hausted. What then becomés of the obligation 
of the United States upon which this grant or this 
compensation to Texas for her surrender of claim 
to certain territory was predicated ? 

That compensation was made upon the ground 
that the United States were bound to pay these 


6! 


If the Senator will look over the | 


the fund cannot be exhausted according to the | 


| 
| 
| 


question, I will sit with them with a great deal of 
pleasure; but if I withdraw the amendment now, 
and offer it to-morrow, every one will say, and 
say justly, the bill will be destroyed; the rest of 
the day will be consumed, and there will be no 
chance of getting a vote. Sir, 1 will not take up 
the time of the Senate. I am willing to vote upon 
the proposition of the Senator from Maryland at 
once, without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BORLAND called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion; and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulied—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Bright, Chase, Clarke, 
Davis, Dawson, Downs, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Jones of Ten 
nessee, Majlory, Miller, Norris, Pettit, Phelps, Pratt, Sew 
ard, Sumner, and Underwood—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Borland, Bradbury, Brodhead, 
Butler, Cass, De Saussure, Dodge of lowa, Felch, Foot, 
Geyer, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Jones of 
Iowa, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields 
Smith, Spruance, Toucey, Walker, and Weller—28. 


The question 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. CLARKE. Iam very much indebted to 
the Senate for not adjourning. It proves to me 
two things. In the first place that the Senate 
like to hear me speak, and in the next place that 
the Senate, upon the considerations that are in- 
volved in these amendments, feel that they are | 
bound to sit here and adjudicate, not only upon | 
the particular matter presented to them, but upon 


| those great principles of equity which belong to 
| the considerations 


etween creditor and debtor. 
Mr. President, I was about saying that the prop- 


| osition of the honorable Senator from Virginia was 


to allow the five millions of dollars in en eenenry 
of the United States to be issued to those who shall 
come in, present their claims, and execute their 


|| releases, according to the scalage made by the 


il State of Texas. 


[t is irresistible to my mind that} 





| >} } 
whoie amou 
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in would be those who receivec 
suiage, and those w ho 
stood out would be the persons 


those who co: 1e 
the largest amount of the 
whose 0 
I did suppose that the 
t would be absorbed by the higher 
rates of scalaze, but the hon le Senator from 
Te Xas says not, but th 


iahens 


were scaled at low rates. 





. at there is enough for the 
whole, according to the scalage adopted by lexas. 
So be it The propostt on, then, ts to leliver to the 

i 


. 7 pee t 
ns of dé , to let her dis- 


State of Texas five milli 


pose of itas she pleases. Now, I feel bound as one 
havi F parti vated in this “ti ction Whe t took 
place In this Cl amber, to say t I fee he re- 


sponsibility upon me asa tru r the creditors, 
as well as a trustee for the State lexas. These 
five millions were reserved to be held by the Uni- 
ted States until the State of Tex ould present 
and file in the Department of the Treasury re sen 
from those creditors w laimed it the United 
States were | nd ia ec y d honor, to protect 
their debts against the Stateof Texas. Now, sir, 
these creditors are absolutely pl din the nosition 
that there are five millions of dollars in the Treas- 
ury of the United States which canno e taken 
therefrom, without the conse perhaps of the 
State of Texas. Chis amount of money is shut 
up from their possession, because it cannot be de- 
livered accordimg to the provisions of the act. 

I was about saying, when I was interrupted, 
that the estimated amount of the debts for which 
the United Stat were inculpated, according to 
the doctrine held by the creditors of Texas, though 
I never believed it myself, amounted finally to 
$38,330,009. The amo int at the time the bound ary 


+ 


ac was osed exceed 


$4 500,00 I, rSo,U 


passed, Was sup not to 
10.000. ‘That amount was then 
sufficient to cover the whole debt, 
and representations to th were made here 
in this city. I appeal to the honorable Senator 
from Maryland, who knows more of the specific 
details of the matter than | say whether 
$4,500,000 was not a supposed to be 
ample to cover ali theclaims for which the United 
States were supposed to be responsible under this 
hypothecation of the duties of the State of Texas ? 
It has been ascertained that there are 48,330,000 
of those claims, and there are $5,000,000 in the 
Treasury with which to pay them. 

1 am opposed iendment of the Senator 
from Virginia, allowing those who have got the 
highest rate of scalage to come in and take out 
of the Treasury this money which 1s held there 


in trust for all the creditors, and so far as we k: ow, 
' 
[ am also oppo: ed to the prop- 


Suppe sed to } 


at effect 


d », to 


el 
sum tien 


to the an 


they are allalike. 
osition of my honorable friend from Maryland, 
to grant to these creditors an issue of $8,330,000 
of three per cent. bonds instead of $5,000,000 of 
five per cent. bonds, which were to be issued under 
the act of 1850. How that? Why, sir, we 
are told—and it is a m specious argument on 
the face of it—that the interest on $8,333,000, at 
three per cent. is no more than the interest upon 
$5,000,000 at five percent. That is all very true; 
and if you intended never to pay the principal! it 
would be precisely the same thing; the imterest in 
either case would be $250,000 a year, and there 
would be vio difference. If the United States never 
intend to pay the principal, it would make no dif- 
ference to them whether they paid $250,000 inter- 
est upon bonds to the amount of $8,333,000, or 
upon bonds to the amount of $5,000,000, and each 
individual creditor would get precisely his propor- 
tion. But that is not the fact. Atthe expiration 


18 


+t 
ost 


| of a certain time you have got to pay the princi- 


| that the intention of the act? 


| 


pal. You have to pay the interest year after year, 
and at the end of the time you stipulate, you have 
to pay the principal; and when you come to pay 
that, instead of paying $5,000,000, you have to 
pay $9,333,000. So that, in fact, instead of giving 
the State of Texas, under the compromise act, or 
rather the act which was passed after the compro- 
mise bill was defeated, instead of $10,000,000, you 
pay to the State of Texas $13,333,000. Was 
Is that equitable ? 
is it right? Now, sir, there is an equity in this 
thing, and I yield the floor tomy honorable friend 
from Indiana, to propose an amendment which I 
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think will meet gee the equity of this case, | 


and which accords pretty much with my views. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I presume my amendment is 
not now in order; but it will be entirely proper for 
me to state the substance of it, in order that the 
honorable Senator who has the floor may have an 
opportunity of discussing it as he proceeds. I 
give notice that if the amendment now pending 
shall be voted down, [ shall offer the following: 


That the sum of $5,000,000, with interest thereon from | 


the first day of January, 1851, is hereby appropriated to be 
divided prorata among those creditors of the late Republic 


of Texas for whose claims the revenues of the said Re- | 
public were pledged, according to the decision of the Sec- | 


retary of the Treasury, confirmed by the President of the 
United States, under date of September 13, 1851, to wit: 
The holders of the certificates, or other evidences of debt 
issued under the acts of June 7 and June 9, 1837, of Novem- 
ber 18, 1836, May 16, 1838, January 22, 1839, and January 


14, 1840, and one ofthe acts of February 5, 1840, ae de- | 
scribed in said report of said Secretary: Provided, That | 
the said creditors shall, on or before the first day of July, | 


1853, make a full assignment to the United States of said 


certificates or other evidence of debdt ; and where the ori- | 
ginal certificates or other evidences of said debt have been | 
surrendered up to the authorities of the State of Texas, and | 


new certificates have been issued therefor by the said State, 
said new certificates shall be received as evidence of the 


original amount ofsaid claim, and shall be assigned accord- 


ingly. 


Mr. DE SAUSSURE. The Senator will allow | 


me to ask him a question. I want an explanation 
of that amendment. I understand the mover to 
say that the $5,000,000 mentioned in the amend- 
ment are to be confined exclusively to that class 
of creditors who have a mortgage upon the cus- 
toms. 


the honorable Senator from South Carolina. The 
$5,000,000, together with the interest and pre- 
mium, named in that amendment, are intended to 
be applied to the payment of the debt for which 
the revenues of Texas were understood to he 
pledged at the time of her annexation. The object 
of the amendment is to divide that amount, pre- 


mium and interest, pro rata among the creditors | 


according to the face of the debt. 


Mr. DE SAUSSURE. That class of creditors? 


Mr. BRIGHT. I understand that the reserva- || 
tion of five millions, made by the boundary act, | 


was considered to be sufficient to cover the debts 


for which the customs revenues of Texas were | 


pledged. That was the impression on the mind 
of the honorable Senator from Maryland at the 
time he prepared the boundary act. Subsequent 
examination proves, however, that the five mil- 
lions are not sufficient to cover the amount. The 
object of this amendment is, I repeat, to retain 
the five millions of dollars for the benefit of the 
creditors who hold that class of debt for which 
the reventies of ‘Texas were pledged. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want an explanation before 
orable friend from Rhode Island. Do I under- 
stand from the honorable Senator who offers this 
amendment—— 


Mr. BRIGHT. I have not offered it. I have | 


merely given notice that I intend to offer it. 


Mr. BUTLER. It is an arrangement between | 


the Senators, as I understand. One offers the 
amendment, and the other speaks to it. 


Mr. BRIGHT. There was no arrangement at || 


all, sir. I have merely stated, that if the pending 
amendments be voted down, I shall offer this. 
Mr. BUTLER. Oh! I understand it perfectly. 
Mr. CLARKE, It isan interpleader. [Laugh- 
ter. . 
r. BUTLER. [| want to know distinctly 
from the gentlemen, whorunderstand each other, 
I have no doubt, whether the man who paid but 
twenty, and the one who paid eighty cents on the 


dollar, shall pro rata receive their proportion of 


these five millions of dollars? In other words, 
are they to be perfectly equal so far as regards the 
receipt, without regard to the scaling? I suppose 
that is it. 

Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir; that is it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would state that I had no 


reference in my amendment to debts scaled or not 
scaled. I supposed that Texas intended to pay 


all the debts which upon their face she appeared 
entitled to pay, or in other words that she di 

intend to repudiate any portion of her debt. I 
have as authority on that point the message of the 
honorable Senator from Penny; (Mr. Hovsron,} 
when President of that Republic. He said that 
she never would repudiate any portion of her just 
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before, is to pay the debt of Texas according to 
| its face, and if the amount in the Treasury is not 
| sufficient for that purpose, to divide it pro rata, 
without any reference to scaling. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I shouid like to propound 
one question. | wish to know when the scaling 
took place? Was it previous to the time of the 
passage of the compromise measures or since? | 

| understand that the scaling took place since. 


Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 





Mr. BRADBURY. I would like to know how | 


the fact is? 


I think. In March, 1848, the Legislature of 
Texas passed an act, entitled ‘* An act to provide 
for the ascertainment of the public debt of the 
late Republic of Texas.’? The fourth section of 
that act directed the Auditor and Comptroller of 


Accounts to makea statement and classification of 


the debts, and to state what, in their opinion, was 
the amount received by the Republic upon each 
class of debts; and this scaling which the Auditor 


and Comptroller were thus called upon to make | 


was subject to the revision and affirmation of the 
Legislature of Texas. 


the actis January 31, 1852, by which she scaled 
the debts as they are. ‘There was no other scaling 
act. 


Mr. PEARCE. I can now state it precisely, | 


The Legislature never | 
passed any scaling act until 1852. The date of 


Mr. BRIGHT. I will answer the question of | 


| portion. 





d not | 


Mr. BRADBURY. Then the scaling took 
place since the passage of the boundary act? 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RUSK. It was in W648. 


Mr. CLARKE. Ihave eaid that there wasa | 


misrepresentation and a misunderstanding, to say 
the least of it, not of mine or by any friend of the 
State of Texas, but a misrepresentation here of 
the amount of the debt for which the customs 
revenues of Texas were hypothecated, and for 


| which the Government of the United States were 


incidentally and hypothetically bound. An esti- 
mate was made of these debts at the time, and it 
was understood that they did not exceed four and 


ahalf millions of dollars. 


By the provision of the boundary act, acceded 


to by the Senators from Texas, and supposed to | 


be satisfactory to every one, $5,000,000 were to 
remain in the Treasury of the United States for 
the benefit of these creditors. Now, what was 


| the honest expectation in regard to that transac- 
| tion? It was, that when the first $5,000,000 of 


the $10,000,000 granted were issued to the State 


of ‘Texas, they themselves would take up those | 
claims for which their revenues were hypothecated, | 
,and for which the United States had, in some | 
measure, incidentally acknowledged themselves | 
to be bound, and file releases for them in the | 
| Treasury of the United States, and then receive 
I can really understand the remarks of my hon- || 


their second issue of five millions of stock; but 
what was the result? The result was, that the 
State of Texas, after haying called in her debts, 


| and having found out that the whole of the debts 


for which her customs revenues were hypotheca- 
ted, and for which the credit of the United States 
seemed to be bound, amounted to about $8,330,000. 
Instead of appropriating $5,000,000, which was 


_ issued according to the act of 1850, to the State 
of Texas to redeem these obligations, that State | 
| appropriated the $5,000,000 to her own use, as she 


had aright todo. I complain not of that. But 


then she introduced this system of scalage upon || 
the claims for which the revenues from customs | 


were hypothecated, and according to the statements 
made by the honorable Senator from Maryland, 
the scalage was not perfected until 1852. Then 
what was the condition of things? 


If you adopt the proposition of the honorable | 
Senator from Virginia, you pay these debts ac- | 
cording to the scalage of the State of Texas. Those | 


who are satisfied with the scalage,or who have 
got the “—— amount, will come in and take their 
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pay $3,333,000 more than you are bound ¢ 
by the act of 1850. That is the whole oa. 


The honorable Senator from Indiana has suo 


| gested an amendment, and it has beeh said on an 
| understanding with me 





Mr. BUTLER. 1 do not know that there was 
an understanding, but you spoke of his amend- 


/ment as though you knew something about it. 


Mr. CLARKE, I was complimented by the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina even say. 
ing that I had an understanding about it, but jt ig 
no such thing. The Senator from Indiana gyc. 
gested to me that he had an amendment which he 
thought would meet the case. It is precisely the 
thing that 1 have proposed for the last year to al} 
persons who have entreated me in regard to these 
debts of Texas. I have told gentlemen out of 
doors and in doors, that that was the only prop- 
osition which the Government of the United States 


| could be expected to offer. Outside influence jg 
| talked of. Sir, there has been as much of it 
| brought to bear upon me by friends, and their go. 


licitations, as on any one, but I would never yield 
to it. I have always told them, here are $5,000,000, 
with interest, in the Treasury of the United States, 


| which is a trust fund for the creditors; and I have 


told them a proposition a little different from that 


| of the honorable Senator from Indiana, and it was 


this: We have now got in the Treasury sixteen 
or seventeen millions; and when these creditors 
approached me—and small as my own State js, 
there are some persons there who have got these 
bonds, and took them in good faith in a shape 
bearing a resemblance to bank bills, but in a little 
corner the revenues of Texas were hypothecated 
for their payment—I have said to them, Your best 
expectation and hope is to get the Congress of the 
United States to apply these $5,000,000 with in- 
terest to the payment of your debts pro rata. | 
am satisfied with the amendment of the honorable 
Senator from Indiana, and | hope it will be adopt- 
ed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to makean apology to 
my friend from Rhode Island, for he says he did 
not understand the amendment before. | supposed 
from the manner in which it was done that he 
knew what the amendment of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana was. 

Mr. CLARKE. I knew it when I heard it 
read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did you not know it before? 





o that lam opposed. If you do not | 
do that, what will you do? The next proposition | 
| 18 from the honorable Senator from Maryland, to | 
increase your own obligations to the amount of 
| $8,333,000. There is about this proposition a | 
|| speciousness which | beg honorable Senators to | 
look at. It is said that if you issue $8,333,000 
of stock, bearing an interest of three per cent. per 
annum, the interest upon that will amount to pre- 
cisely the same thing as it would at five per cent. | 
upon $5,000,000 of stock; but it must be remem- 
| bered that you have the principal to pay at some | 
debts. The object of my amendment, as stated || time, and whenever you pay the principal you | 


Mr. CLARKE. I never saw itor heard it be- 
fore. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought that perhaps you 
had some understanding about it. 

Mr. CLARKE. The Senator from Indiana 
asked me to yield to allow him to submit it, and I 
did so, and I would extend the same cgurtesy to 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would state that I did ask 
the honorable Senator from Rhode Island to per- 


| mit me to offer it. 


Mr. CLARKE. I never saw it or heard it 
throughout until it was read; but while the vote 
was being taken the last time on the motion to ad- 
journ, the honorable Senator from Indiana sug- 
gested to me that he had such an amendment, and 
asked me to give way. 

Mr. BUTLER. I must do justice to myself in 
any matter which is personal. The honorable 
Senator from Rhode [sland stated that the honor- 
able Senator from Indiana had an amendment 
which might perhaps settle the question. I do 
not say that he knew whatit was, but I presumed 
from that that he had great confidence at least, 
in what the Senator from Indiana said. 

Mr. CLARKE. I say precisely. I beg the 
Senator from South Carolina to understand me, 
for he and I are not to misunderstand each other, 
that when the question was being taken on the 
| 





adjournment, the Senator from Indiana suggest- 
ed to me he had such an amendment, and stated 
in brief terms what it was, and I told him it was 
precisely according to my own ideas. 
Mr. BRIGHT. That is so. 
Mr. CLARKE. Then the honorable Senator 
asked me to give way and allow him to introduce 
it. I told him if he would allow me to go on with 
/my remarks I would come to a point where it 
might be introduced. There is the whole story; 
the sum and substance of it, without prevarica- 
tion, coloring, or dissimulation, in any manner. 
Now, sir, the proposition of the Senator from 
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indiana amounts to this: Five million and a half, 
‘ttle more than that, remain in the Treasury of 
, United States, as a trust fund for the benefit 
creditors of Texas, or that specific class of 
ditors for whose claim the revenues from cus- | 
1s were hypothee ated. Those claims on their 
amount to $8,333,000: and there are about 
«5,500,000 to pay them. Let the creditors come 
n und ake pro rata according to the face of their 
obligation. Let them all come in and fare alike. 
T pt the creditors come in and take their sixty-five 
spall y-six per cent., and release the Treasury of 
e United States. My idea, however, is, that the 
sovernment of the United States ought not to 
its bonds. You have now got in the Treas- 
iry fifteen or sixteen millions of dollars, and in- 
sead of issuing these bonds payable in twenty 
years at three per cent., according to the propo- 
tion of the Senator from Maryland, you ought 
may the money directly to each creditor of 

» Siate of Texas who holds these obligatious. 
Let saa come in and release the Treasury , and 
let the Treasurer pay them their pro rata amount. 
That is my idea, and that is what I should pro- 


face 


sue 
i 


to 
( 


nose. 
roposition of the honorable Senator from Mary- 
ind, to issue the $8,333,000 of stock; and I think 
all things the proposition of the Senator from 
Virginia, to allow those to come in first whose 
alage is highest, is most unjust to those who 

d obligations which were scaled low. I will 
take up no further time of the Senate now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
remarks, and I will not detain the Senate long. I 
was originally opposed to paying any portion of 
the debt of Texas. I thought the United States 
were not liable forit; and_I therefore voted against 
the appropriation of $10,000,000. The thing, 
has been done. We have agreed to pay 


ot 


ywever, 


65,000,000 upon a certain contingency, which con- | 


gency has not yet hap pened. The question is, 
nder the past legislation of Congress, what ought 
wetodo? Without going into the reasoning at 
length, | will tell you what I am for doing. Iam 
for voting for the proposition of the gentleman 


from Indiana, [Mr. Bricur.] I am willing to vote | 
creed | 


to distribute the $5,000,000 which we havea 
to pay, although: against my judgment, but not 
another cent exc ept the interest on it, which the 
riginal act may convey. How ought that to be 
lone? Shall it be done by the scaling process 
which Texas has adopted, or is it to be done upon 
the basis of a liability which we have incurred, 


and which we have acknowledged by the bound- | 


ary act, as it seems, against the a of a 
good many of us? It is said that by thatact this 
Government has acknowledged its liability to pay 
such debts of Texas as her revenue received from 
imposts had been pledged to discharge. 


rived, that these debts amount now to about 
8,500,000. ‘Therefore, the $5,000,000 which we 


have appropriated for that purpose, would leave 
about $3,500,000 unpaid. Now, if the proposition 
be good that we were originally bound to pay the 
$5,000,000 proposed, it may be said that we are 
bound to pay the additional $3,500,000. 
may be a question for those who voted for the 
85,000,000; but it is not a question for me, who 
believes that we were never responsible for a cent. 


I am not willing, therefore, to enlarge the respon- | 


sibility of the Government, leaving it to those who 
voted the $5,000,000, to vote $3,500,000, 
can doit. Butasit is a part of the law of the 
land upon the statute-book, that we are to appro- 
priate $5,000,000, I am willing to do that. 

Mr. RUSK. I deny it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman deny 
that there is any statute law for that? 

Mr. RUSK. 
is the fact; and that if the Senator will read the 
law he will see it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
more than once or twice since it was passed; but 
according to my recollection—and in that the gen- 
tleman can correct me if I am wrong—it makes 
this provision: that upon the filing of these debts 
or bonds or claims, for which her revenues from 


her customs were pledged, with a release in the | 


Treasury of the United States, we should issue 
to Texas the stock for the $5,000,000. Now, sir, 
all these persons have never filed their claims and 
made their releases. Then, as I have already |) 
stated, the contingency upon which the $5, 000 000 


| think it infinitely better even than the | 


I wish to make a few | 


It seems, | 
from subsequent information which we have de- | 


That | 


if they | 


I do. And | say that the reverse | 


T have not read the act 
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of stock were to be issued has never happened. 
It may be said, and no doubt will be said, by the 
gentleman from Texas, that the stipulation 
issue the stock in behalf of Texas was to enable 
her to pay the debt; that it was to enable her to 
issue stock upon the contingency happening. 
That argument is very strong, based upon the 
statute. And perhaps, if we were to pay the debt 
directly, Texas might hereafter turn round and 
say to the Government of the United States, 
‘You have not fulfilled your stipulations accord- 
ing to the act of Congress. You have not giver 
to us the $5,000,000 of stock which you promised 
to give; but you have undertaken to distribute it 
yourselves.’”” What answer is to be given to 
Texas, in case she should assume that position? 
It is this: We agreed to cive you the $5,000,000 
of stock upon the idea that we were responsible 
to pay those debts for which your customs had 
been pledged. Whether we were mistaken or 
not, it was the ,basis upon whi h that act was 
passed. We agreed to give you that amount 
upon the idea that we were to be released from 
those debts; but your subsequent legislation by 
sc aling the debts, and providing onl ytora part of 
them, has left those creditors who were scaled 

a low rate to come in and demand the fund of us. 
These creditors may say to us, Your legislation 
was based upon the idea that the whole amount of 
these claims was to be paid to us. Texas 
only paid part, and you are bound to pay the res- 
idue. In that point of view, if Texas were to get 
the whole §5,000,000, and, by a scaling process, 
pay with $2,500,000 debts amounting on their face 
to $8,500,000, it would leave creditors to the 
amount of $6,000,000 in the attitude of coming to 
the Congress of the United States and asking us 
to pay the $6,000,000, on the ground that we had 
acknowledged our liability from the beginning. 

Sir, we have got into these difficulties by im- 
provident legislation. I shall not into that; 
but Lask you to look at the statement which | 
have made, and to say what is to become of the 
SLX millions, if Texas pays upon the scaling pro- 
cess only two and a half millions. You will 
never hear the last of it until you have paid the 
whole amount of the claims. I am not willin: to 
bring about that state of things. 

A few words now in regard to the proposition 
| of the gentleman from Virginia. I think that 
proposition is very unjust and very improper. I 
think it ought to be superseded, in the first place, 

by the amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Pearce,) and then by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Bricur.] 
Let us examine the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia, and see what it provides. It 
vides ‘* that it shall be lawful for the Secretary of 
‘the Treasury, at any time after the first day of 
: July next, to issue to the State of Texas such 

‘ portion of the stock mentioned in the first — 

‘ viso,’’ and so on, giving a description of the ac 

‘‘as shall be equivalent in amount to re heaps 

‘the claims of the creditors of Texas avainst the 

‘United States, which shall be then filed at the 
| * Treasury.’ 

Now, I want to put this case: Suppose that, 
by the first of July, five millions of these debts 
should be filed in the T reasury—then, according 
to the proposition as it reads, you have to issue 
the whole five millions of stock, as I understand 
it. If that be done, what is to become of the 
three and a half millions which may afterwards 
be presented at the Treasury? They go unpaid 
entirely. If Texas shall use the whole five millions 
in paying the five millions filed, what is to be- 
come of the balance of the creditors ? Is that 
right? It seems to me to be entirely wrong. But, 
sir, there is a class of cases not provided for at 
all, and it is a class which embraces a petition, 
which I presented to Congress at an early day 
from one of my constituents. 

Mr. BUTLER. Leslie Coombs, I suppose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
/not embraced by the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia, though it is embraced by the 
amendnients of the Senators from Mary land and 
Indiana. I understand that by the legislation of 
Texas, all the claims not presented at a particular 
time to be scaled were barred by a limitation 
which she prescribed. The case of Coombs, to 
which I allude, falls within the provision of that 
statute, and is barred, because he had, if I am not 
i mistaken, before the legislation of Texas filed his |) 


to 


he as 


£o 


pro- 


” 


Yes, sir, that case is | 





claims ere compiy witn Lw it 


to your a ie 
act of limitation of Texas went into operation. If 
the whole $5,000,000 shall now be issued to Texas, 


and the stock be placed in her hands, no provision 
will be made by which the claims filed here in 
pursuance of your act, and which have not be« 
eel dd a 1 tat ail Ya. 
returned to Texas, can be satished. It seems t 


me that that will be a process entir 
I cannot vote for any k 


*h will fall 


ely unjust, anc 


) 
5 
I 
risilation upon the subject 
f 


unjustly upon the head of any of 


mv constituents. 

Sir, I do not intend to co into any consideration 
of remarks which were made to which I know 
that Mr. Coombs took exception: but as it ap- 
pears from a letter which has already been pub 
lished, exception has been taken to certain re- 
marks, I will say something in reference to that 
por Be He and other creditors contend that t) ey 
were not those speculators mentioned by my friend 
from Texas [Mr. Hovstron] in his eech the 
other day, who bought up the claims of Texas at 
such a great sacrifice as he represented. How 
that matter stands, of course I have no know!l- 
edge. Itis enough to know that there are differ- 
ences of ¢ pinion on the subject. Some of these 
creditors insist that they were not speculators in 
the bonds and funds of Texas, but that thew in- 


vested their money, relying upon the authorities 


of Texas, which were regarded as sufficient guar- 


antees at the time, that they should he paid the 
— amount. If that be the case, and the Uni- 
ted States have pessed a law providing for the 


Pp ye ment of $5,000,000 to discharge these debts, 


seems to me it was so far an acknowledgment of 
the justice of those claims that we ought to hold 
on to the $5,000,000 until all these liabilities can 
~ > properly = sposed of. I have other conatituents 
e sides Mr. Coombs who have written to me upon 
a subject, on their claims against Texas, and 
they are all in thesame condition of insisting upon 
the payment of every dollar for which they hold 
the bone Texas ’ Mr. Norton I can name as 
a centieman in that situatio Now, although I 
have no personal knowledge of the particular man- 
ner inwhich Mr. Coombs, Mr. Norton, and others 
tained their claims against Texas, yet, when 


they assert they were not speculators who bought 
in the market for a trifle, but really and substan- 
tially advanced their means, | feel it my duty to 
endeavor to take care of their interests in common 
with the interests of the other creditors. lt am, 
therefore, wholly unwilling to allow claims to the 


extent of $5,000,000 to be filed in the Treasury, 
e the whole $5,000,000 to the Sr : 
»f Texas, proposed by the ams ndment of the 
gentleman from Virginia, for that leaves the other 
$3,500,000 altogether unprovided for. What is 
be done with them when they shall come, no one 
can tell, unless you intend to pay the whole ac- 
cording to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland, a proposition to which | ar 


ante 


and thento issu 
as 12 


to 


ne ppose d. 


I shall, therefore, go for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, proposing to distribute 
the $5,000,000 among the creditors 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, lam very re- 
luctant at this time to press myeelf upon the atten- 
tion of the Senate. My friend the Senator from 


Kentucky [Mr. Unnerwoop] alluded tot 
wh ich | made, and also, a letter which 
publ ished in rey ly to some remarks wht 


nl indebate, Il ar 


e 3] eecil 
has been 
h I then 
valways responsible for any 
thing I say here or elsewhere, and I am very gia 
that the honorable Senator has suggested it, for 
it may wape rsede the nec essity of my catec biain g 
the gentleman who wrote that letter, in the news 
apers or in private c ten nde ne 

T i rentleman to whom allusién has been made, 
Says that he is Then 
I do not know how to characterize a speculator. 
If what I have heard were admissible and proper, 
I would give it as hearsay; but I will come down 
to facts, which are applicable to the transac 
of that gentleman in Texas. Hesaid in his letter 
that he had gone there, and had held a conversa- 
tion with me; that I had entertained him a! 
the prospects of the country, and that my repre- 
sentations had caused his investments in Tex 


not one of the specul iftors. 


tions 


wut 


Now, sir, it is very remarkable how he should 
have come to any such conclusion, for! have 
never yet speculated to the amount of one dollar 
. 1 ' 1) | / 

in Texas, thongh I saw when I con!d have done 
it to the amount of millions. That gentleman, 


according to his own statement, being impressed 


favorably from the glowing description which he 
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received of the country, made an investment, 
think, to the amount of 09,000. Ti at, mark 
you, is the a jount which he ct ums of exa Bs 
notthat le tually invested $59,000 in good funds. 
If he invested $25,000, it is the most xtraordi- 
nary piece of stu yidity that ever was in the world. 
He might as well have thrown the money In the 
bayo of that neighborhood, for money had 
very much depreciated there. It may well b 
doubte: whetner he ever invested even * 15 QU! 
He stated, that from these circumstances, he had 
no hesitar leaving his money to be invested 
there. 1! understand this, and although | give 
from vy, | think that the facts will bear me 
out. lle did invest his money, or a friend did it 
for him. Upto this time he bad no transaction 
with the government of Texas, but with the citi 
zena of Texas, who had received thi oney Wm 
consideration of supplies furnished to the army 
services rendered in the army, and ser e done 
generally to their country. In their Is the 
obligations had depreciated, and it was h thes 
individ als, under a pressure of necessity, that 
this gentleman had these transaction W hether 
this ought to be charneterized ay ation | 
know not, nor do Teare. But this Ido know; he 
left his money to be invested, and it wa ivested 
in ]84!} . n Te3 money had depre ited to 
sixtee) ents o t} de ar. : ; 

Thi the gentleman who now comes forward 
with the most chivalrous complaint i i th 
State « Te: 3 for t manner in V he h 
been treated. | have wiven the facts of the ca . 
and will leave it for others to decide w er the 
transaction partakes of the nature of lation 
Asl have before stated, this gentlen had n 
transaction with the gwovernment of re Lo ti 
amount of one dollar; nor did he get 3 certifi 
cates at their face value. If he was cit vy treate 
it was because we received well all pect 
strangers, they came as visit t 


our country, or on ¢ ‘ulation, or whatever view 
they c 1e \ ith, 


ry) ; . y 
I'he entieman 


tucky 3 


to whom the Senator from Ken- 
luded, says that hegave money to sustain 





the war of Texas, and touphold her caus if he 
did, let him bring forward his vouchers. If he 
was so indifferent, or so superabundantly rich that 
it was unnecessary to husband his means, he 
ought not to bring it up asacharge against Texas. 
If he contributed anything to her aid, he ought to 
have take n vouchers for it, and to have come for- 
ward as he would have done in Tennessee or Ken- 
tucky Andi f he had done so, he would have 


received dollar for dollar, and cent for cent. 
Sut, sir, that gentleman says that v not all; 
but that he also sent his son equipped to aid ‘Tex 


in her war; that in this way he contributed to her 
aid and to her cause. The young man was a 
gallant fellow. I accord to himall the respect that 
a father can demand of me. But he wa 
in that unfortunate and lawless expeditio: 
Fé, a bill to authorize which was met by 
instant rejection, when on ultaneously introduced 
into both branches of the Texan Convress; it was 
literally kicked out of C. mgress. As soon, how 
ever, as the adjourned, the then Presi- 
dent ordered, upon his own responsibility, that 
expedition, which costa milliorf and a half of dol- 
lars; obligations for which were issued from the 
treasury, Without warrant or appropriation by 
Congress, upon his individual responsibility. The 
arms of the Republic, and all its means of defense, 
were taken, and it was left without one kee of 


engaged 


Congress 


powder. Upon that unfortunate expedition, which 
was totally without authority of law, this young 

man went. He joined it from motives of chivalry 
and gallant bearing, which I commen: The ex- 


edition itself, however, was unprofitable to Texas. 
if he was incarcerated in the prisons of Mexico, 
it was not by the contrivance of the Texan 1 author- 
ities, but it was by alawless usurpa ion of nower 
which would have incurred punis shment, if the in- 
dividual had been worthy of being punished; but 
as he was not, we excused him, of let his tears 
wash away his sins. 

We are further told that this young man now 
fills a bloody grave, leaving it to be inferred that it 
is in Texas; and that the father, therefore, in his 
demanil against Texas, claims the sy mpathy, the 
commiseration, and the kind feelings, of every 
one, and the gratitude of Texas. Sir, that young 
man unfortunately fell in a civil broil in Louisi- 
ana, on the banks of the Mississippi, hundreds of 
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rir Tewsae ‘ - t ? 
trom l’exas. Yet this was brought up 


as one of the charges against Texas, that she had 


] u 
mues awa 


not only cheated the father, but-had brought the 
‘ ‘ ivy ‘ } — 
on to a bioody grave, and thus aggravated tne 


otfense of swindling him. 
i? ] } 


( ormous 











. ' 
put iét him vo to the poor men from the nard 
, | } ' ar sil 
earnings of whose hands his tempting funds were 
wrung. fe obtained them at a depreciated price, 
} mt. . . ‘ 
f { funded them atthe Tre ury, no doubte Xpect- 
r to rea i handsome advance upon them. sir, 
I 
Lex i been just, and she will be just. You 
need exercise no supervision over her justice. **Jus- 
>. ; ; : 
l bn been her motto; and, while she wears 
on at 2 ae 
mot ie Wlll GiwWays have °° rigs written 
ir, PHELPS. Mr ident-—— 
Mi NORRIS If the @ : llow i 
Wit, LNURINID. ii Line Senator Willi @aliow me, 
will move that the Senate now adjourn. 
aA ry} moO £1 we FES BO 
Wir. FAUING ial i Hope We Shiail sit Out the bil 
ue i 
. Sy , 1 
Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays upon 
the mou to adjourn; aod tt were ordered; and 
} ‘ le a na Ae an onl 
1, Fesuited—yeas «4, NAa&VS <4; As IOl- 
ow 
YEA sr \fepis¢ tra ir) right Chas 
( I Da | nl Saussure, | trick, 
i ) J t low Jo i ee, ler, 
Nh I ‘ Pr se ] = “oO Spr nce 
mi naer > 2 
\ uiger, | l, Borland, Br ead 
J ! o I ( » Gwin, Hale 
} } inter. M "] Mort . Pettit 
husk, ba 1, Shi m Walker, aud Weler—24 
So the motion was not lt 
Mr. PHELPS. I certainly am very reiuctant 
ub senate, ana a endeavor in what 
| have to say to be us ‘1 as possible. I was 
-_ ; 1s ! Will ° 
t e of those who sustaimed the bpoundary bill of 
- } ‘ . tw i ! ‘ . ge 
U, when it W introduced by the Senator trom 
a ' ‘ 
mryiat . ivi i i i I = — 
. . ona Ue 
ir. ‘ IN rik Aft tise tor imiiow me, 
| ily Lil nes i now a urn 
‘ Tt ! 
vi Plitiurs i l 1 tine Ol 
Vir aVV IN i ihe y j i nays upon 
the motion to adjourn 
1 re ' . 
Ai} t oO! reg; and Deine taken, resu ed— 
Ve@as | > I y G i iOLlOW 
5 ‘ \tel mm. Bradbury, Chase, Clarke, 
( per, | ,» Dav i, J I itrick, loot 
J \ i : is, P Sew Sinith, Spru 
nee, Sumner na Underwoor 
NAY S—Meesers. Badger, Bayard, Borland, Bright, Brod- 
head, Brooke. Butler, Cass, De ve i lowa, Feich, Fish, 
Geyer, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Hot on, Hunter, Jones of 
Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Morton, Pettit, I ;. Sebas 
uan, Shields, Soule, Toucey, Walker, and Weller—29. 


So the motion was not arreed to. 





Mr. PHELPS. I was one of the who not 
only voted for the boundary law of 1850, which 
is the subject of our discussion, but I exerted my- 


if + ‘ ¢ Ls isons . in a 
seli to tl: utmost of my ability to procure its 


Pp issace. 


that occa 


[ must say, however, that neither upon 
sion nor on this, have | had the least con- 
ception that in the enactment of that law 
committing 

7. 

The po 

nderstooa t y 

shia haa 


we were 
Texas. 

tion of things at that time will be well 
ventlemen wh o were the 


ourselves to these debts ¢ 


n members 
+] 


‘T *h e bill introduc ced by the nonor- 


\tor from Maryland was the lnitiatory 


measure, the 


opening-wedge to a series of meas- 
ures then contemplated to settle a very trouble- 
some and a very complicated controversy. The 
question w ith respect to the bound: ury of Texas, 
was settled i by p! roposing to give to her a sum of 








t 


money to rei lingt ish her claim to certain territ ry. 
But at the same time a claim had been advanced 
upon this floor against the United States, by cer- 
tain creditors of ‘Texas, upon the supposition that 
by the annexation of that Republic to this, the 
United States became respo nsible for her debts. 
This claim being then in gnesnen, it was 
deemed expedient, if ‘that series of measures should 
be passed, to putan end to the whole controversy, 


and to extinguish this claim among others. In 
that view of the case, after having provided, in 





the first section of the bill, for the payment of 
$10,000,000 to Tex Kas, A subser uent proviso was 
introduced into the bill by whic eee the 
$10, 000, 000, which was the x money of Texas and 
not ours , accord ding to the stipulation, was to be 
retained in our Treasury until the claim upon the 
U nited 8 States was released. My understanding at 
the time—and it will be recollected that I had some 
little participation in these measures—was not that 
theclaim of these creditors was recognized asa val- 
id claim against the United States; but the purpose 
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of this proviso was, as I have mention ed, to place 
the subject upon the t footing that we sh ould hear 
no more of And such is my understanding of 
the bill as ies was finally passed. We provid ed by 
the biil for the payment of $10,000,000 to Texas 
in consideration of Tex is relinquishing her « laim 
to certain territory We then provic ed, not th ’ 
the United States should be responsible for 
bts, not that the United States should charge 
linalaaed with their payment; but that such 
measuses should be taken on the part of Texas ag 
would induce her creditors to file a release of the; 
claim against the United States. This is my yp- 
dersianding of the law as It stands. f 
Now jet me ask what there is in the provision 
of that act which recognizes the liability contend 
for? is there anything more obvious than that 
the proposition to ‘Texas was simply this: We 
will pay you $10,000,0005 but you must take care 
that we hear no more of ‘your creditors. T 


theses 


was my understanding of the biil, and it is ¢ 

ng to my reading, the true 
of the act now. 

Phis claim originated in & very different con 

troversy. The idea that the United States wou d 

become liable for these debts, provi led 


ure of annexation took place, was 


er- 
tally, accord! inter- 


pretation 


the meas- 
tnrown out on 
this s naeer ane Chamber as a make-weirht agains 
ation. It originated with some 


men in this body. 


distingzuisned 


it was seized upon, L will not 


say by all of us on this side of the Chamber—for 
i never used it—it was used as an argument by 
many of my politi al friends for what it was 


worta arainst the 
we were tnen re 


measure of annex 
sisting 

Now, sir, in the present stage of this contro- 
versy a debate has arisen with respect to what |} 
been termed the sealing “of this de! 
been argued that Texas has done injustice to her 
Whether 





hich 


Lalion, W 


is 


it; and it hag 


creditors. she has or has not done so, 
: ; 
my business to inquire, for [ regard it a 


IS Not 


matter between her and her creditors, with whi “hy, 
in my humble judgment, we have no concern, 


By what authority, upon what ground, do we 
take it upon ourselves to settle this controversy 
between other We are not made the 
‘exas. We were not authorized, 
not called upon, by the act of 1850 to satisfy this 
debt; but we merely stipulated for our own securi- 
ty, that Texas herself s should make such provision 
as ce) relieve us from all embarrassment upon 
| t Then, upon what principles can we 


the SUD} ect. 
1 eqn} 


parties? 


fuargdians of 


s+! . 
Sui and 





vy - 


Li 


go into the ing uiry how much Is J q 
tably due between ‘Texas and her creditors? Why, 
sir, it has been said that we are trustees of this 
fund. That is by no means the case. We do 
not hold this money for the creditors of Texas 
We hold it back as a sort of pledge to redeem our- 
selves from the claim. But when the money is 
paid it must be paid to Texas; and whenever she 
performs the condition, there is an obligation on 
this Government to pay her. How can we inter- 
pose between that State and her creditors, wher 
ipon the very face of the transaction the money is 
to be regarded as hers, to be paid to her upona 
condition which she in the outset is to perform? 
This does not partake of the character of a trust. 
There is no stipulatien in the boundary act which 
gntim: ates that it is our duty to scale this debt, and 
to determine how much 1s justly due. So far, 
therefore, as the argument is concerned that it is 
the duty of thie Government to interfere and settle 
this matter, I have enly to say, that this is a mat- 
ter between Texas and her creditors which con- 
cerns her honor, with respect to which we are 
neither implicated nor have any authority to inter- 
vene. So much for that. 

Now the question is, what shall be done? Here 
are three several propositions before us. The 
first is the proposition of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, which in my judgment is the only one which 
we can with propriety adopt. This provision 
varies the original terms of the compact, simply 
so far as this: By the original terms, the condi- 
tion was to be performed in toto before Texas 
could claim the five millions; but by the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia; we are to pay 
Texas pro rata as far as she may proceed in the 
performance of that condition. This, if I under- 
stand the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, is the only difference which is made be- 
tween the original contract and the amendment 
now before us. 

What is the objection to this proposition? Why 
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ors, such might be the ‘ mut th 
of the Senator from Virginia ts, to 
= Sta of Texas; and that position 
e controversy in relation to t! ulimg 
' de where it was left y the act o 1850, 
i where, in my judgment, it ought to be left 
KF yr thes > rea: ns I am pre ired to ivor 
pro of the gentleman from Virginia 
Tr. President, | might go furth Th ul 
is not new tome. 
who rete iber a 
g vears Sl e, m W 
npelled to say tl 
1 plausil round 
T; upon the Unitec 
in the Senate at thi 
n upon this 
y my views upon 
n is put upon tw t 1 Th 
sed analogy to a hyp ecation com- 
vy, and t reasoning upon t nt 
t reasoning. And t other ground 
8 rinciple of e | wo id! as 
“4 t al { ic i ‘ = ol Ala ex! re { 
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this undertaking upon the part of Texas? It was 
this, that in m king these loans, she pledeed her 
ho *r integrity, and her faith as a State, to ap- 





ply her revenues to the satisfaction of these debts. 
In one sense, it is a pledge; but is it in reality 

hing more than a mere executory contract on 
the part of the State, by which she undertook, in 
her reve- 
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But, Mr. } another consider- 
ation which, with me, is decisive. This is notan 
ordinary transaction in a pawnbroker’s shop. It 


is a matter of political and national arrangement; 


resident, there is 


and when Texas pledged her revenues for these 
purposes, the pledge, if you may ca!l it such, was 
subject to the great law of State nece ssity. These 
revenues were not to be withdrawn from T'exas, 
to leave her helpless in the contest with Mexico 
They were not to be diverted to other and differ- 








ent purposes. But the very loans upon wh 
this sort of pledge was based were contributed i 
aid of her other resources, to sustain her in her 


struggle for existence. Now, it must be admitted 
on all hands, that it was just, right, proper, and 
necessary for Texas, in the first instance, to apply 
these revenues for the purposes I have mentioned 
—that is to say, to defend herseif against Mexi- 
co, and to perpetuate her national existence. It 
was also just and right and proper that these rev- 
enues should be exhausted to the last 
the interests and necessities of that Republic called 
for it. Now, what becomes of the idea that the 
pledge of these revenues can be compared with the 
hypothecation of ! 3 
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That being the case, in what sense can it be said 
that because we exercise a similar authority 1 
der a ditferent source of power—the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—and for a totally dif 
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of common-law, as applied to the ordinary trans 
actions between individuals, have no plication 


to this question—none at all. 
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writers and book-makers upon the State of Texas. 
I have stood here from that day to this all the time 
anxious to redeem that pledge to the letter, and 
place the CGiovernment of the United otates ina 
much moreawkward predicament than exas ap- 
pears, even act ording to the representations of her 
bitterest enemies on this subject. 

Now, what is the condition of things? Here 
is a proposition coming tn at this late hour of the 
session; | am thrown off until nearly ten o’clock 
with about two days of the session left; some 
gentlemen are anxious to adjourn, some desire not 
to hear me, although I have thrown no obstruc- 
tions in the way of an investigation, but, on the 
contrary, have courted it from the first moment 
when the assault upon.the State of Texas began. 
I can proceed now, or I can yield. If gentlemen 
are anxious to adjourn, I certainly do not wish to 
impose upon them the necessity of situng here 
against their wishes. 

Mr. COOPER. If the Senator from Texas 
will give way for a motion to adjourn, I will make 
that motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the Senator will give 
way to me, | will move that we adjourn to meet 
at ten o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. Lhopenot. The Committee 
on Finance ought surely to be allowed some time 
to examine the appropriation bills. We have the 
Nav y appropriation bill yet to examine. 

Mr BRIGHT. Under our rules that cannot 
be done, | presume, without one day’s notice. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. §I[know that, and there- 
fore | ask unanimous consent. 

Objection wes made. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ii is very evident that unless 
the amendment be withdrawn, the result will be 
the defeat of the appropriation bills. It is evident 
there is going to bea great deal of debate on the 
subject. It must result in that way. 

Mr. GWIN. I appeal to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
appeal. 

Mr. MASON. That appeal has been made be- 
fore. | regret that I cannot comply with it. 1 wish 
to get a vote on this question. I deem that the 
present attitude of things is one of crying injus- 
tice; and | wish some corrective to be applied. 

Mr. BRADBURY. 1 ask the Senator to allow 
me to make one suggestion, and that is, that the 
Senator from Maryland withdraw, as I[ believe he 
is ready to do, his amendment, and then someone 
may move as an amendment to the proposition of 
the Senator from Virginia something that shall 
negative it; as, for instance, to insert the word 
‘‘not ”’ before **authorized.’’ This would give us 
a test question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Texas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr President, I shall be as brief 
in my remarks as possible. I have waited witha 
great deal of patience, and it is now late, but I pre- 


The Senator 


I cordially join in that | 


fer to goon at present rather than give way for | 


an adjournment. 

Mr. President, on the 9th day of September, 
1850, a law, called the boundary act, was passed, 
by which $10,000,000 in stock were to be given to 
the State of Texas. Five millions of that amount 
were to be reserved until the creditors, for whose 
debts the revenues of the Republic of Texas had 
been specially pledged before her annexation, 


should file their releases in. the Treasury Depart- | 


ment of the United States. The subject was 
submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
he might determine what claims were included in 
that proviso. The law will bear me out in stating 
that the revenues of Texas to be derived from im- 
post duties were not specially pledged for more 
than $2,000,000; but a decision was made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and afterwards ap- 
proved by the President of the United States, by 


which the words ‘‘ special pledge’’ were construed | 


to mean general pledge, and were applied to all the 
evidences of debt which were made receivable for 
Gevernment dues as well as those for which a 
general pledge was given of the revenues. By 
this means the pledge was made to cover what is 
proposed by the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland. I shall not stop now to investigate the 
grounds upon which this decision was made, nor 
shall I stop to draw the distinctions between a 
general and a special pledge, but will only men- 
tion one or two of them. When a special piedge 
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is made upon impost duties, it 
obligation on the part of the Government making 
it to collect revenue from impost duties. Whena 
general pledge of all the revenues of a Government 


is made, it carries no such obligation upon its face, | 


and it means just such revenues as the Government 
may have, and none other. It may repeal its rev- 
enue laws the next day, without bad faith. But, 
sir, the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
approved by the President, was, that a special 
pledge covered a general pledge, and included all the 
revenue receivable for Government dues, amount- 
ing in all to $8,330,000. That decision went fur- 
ther. It was declared that not one dollar could be 
paid out to any creditor, or to Texas, under any 
arrangement, until the releases for all the debts 
‘thus situated were filed. ‘This made it a physical 
impossibility ever to comply with that interpreta- 
tion of the law, because the obligations are for 
various sums from five dollars upwards. Some 
portions of the claims against the Government of 
Texas have doubtless been lost, and it is likely 
that some will never be presented; but until a re- 
lease for every single sixpence should be filed in 
the Treasury Department, there can be no payment 
according to the decision of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Now, sir, allow me to refer to some 
remarks made by the honorable Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Pearce] on this subject, at the 
time when the boundary act was under considera- 
tion. He then said: 
‘There is another subject to which I must ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate for a few moments, and that is, the pro- 
viso attached to the last clause of the bill. It has been pro- 
posed by some that the United States should reserve to itself 
the right of distributing the money we may vote to Texas 
among her creditors; but I have put no such provision as 
that into the bill, and forseveral reasons. In the first place, 
I do not wish the United States to become a commissioner 
| in bankruptey for Texas ; and, in the second, I do not wish 

to place Texas in the condition of appearing to be obliged 

to be placed in the hands of a commissioner of bankruptcy. 

It seems to me that while it would have been impolitic in 
| us to undertake that which we have not the means of doing 
properly, ‘Texas can, with safety to her creditors and honor 
to herself, make this distribution. It would also be an in- 
dignity to the State of Texas. Sir, one of the highest 
aflronts that could be offered to an honest man would be to 
say, when he has ample means to discharge bis debts, that 
you suspect his honor, and will not trust him with the money 
devoted to this purpose. Itis quite as offensive, undoubt- 
edly, to a State, to suppose that she will be faithless and 
fraudulent in a settlement with her creditors. I am not 
willing to make such an imputation on Texas, to suspect in 
the least her honor, or the honor of her Legislature. I am 
| willing to submit the matter to her decision, and to let her 
| settle with her creditors with the mtans which we have 
| provided her, But I admit, at the same time, that itis right 
| to guard the Treasury of the United States from the contin- 

gencies which may flow from this measure, if Texas should 
| not adopt this course, or if Texas were to settle with her 
creditors, not in full, but upon a reduction of their claims 
| for principal and interest due them, even with their assent. 
It is possible that, at some future time, these creditors, even 
after having consented to take seventy-five cents in the 
dollar, if that can be supposed, may come back on the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and demand the full amount. 
I propose to guard against that, and for that purpose I have 
introduced the last proviso in the bill. It provides that of 


State of Texas shall have assented to these terms, and sig- 
nified her assent in proper form to the Government of the 
United States, we shall retain five millions until such a 


United Staies, by the creditors holding those bonds for which 
the duties on the customs are pledged. 
rendered necessary by this proviso may easily be effected 
by these creditors and Texas. 
claims, (and I believe they all have been presented under the 


itors to exhibit their claims,) the amount of which is fur- 
nished in the statement I referred to not long ago to the 
Treasury of Texas, it is perfectly competent for Texas to 
give them orders for stock on the Treasury of the United 





And these orders, being filed in the Treasury, will be ample 
security to the United States, and protect us from the pos- 
sible demands to which I have referred. The necessary 


Department.”’ 


| after the passage of this law Texas undertook to 
| scale her debt, and fix a rate at which she would 
pay it. This is a mistake. 

yefore the passage of the boundary act, she fixed 
the rate at which she would pay her debt. She 
pane a law requiring the Auditorand Comptrol- 


classify it, and affix to it the rate at which it was 
made available to the State. That law was enact- 


itors of Texas; 1t was published, according to its 
terms, in various public newspapers throughout 
| the Unioa, and no objection was made to its terms, 
| so far as | ever heard, uatil after the passage of 
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carries with it an 


the ten millions of five per cent. stock to be issued after the | 


time as a full release shall be filed in the Treasury ef the | 


The arrangement | 
On the presentation of these | 


act of the Legislature of i848, which called upon the cred- | 


States, for the amount to which they may be entitled, by | 
any arrangement which may beagreed upon between them. | 


details can be prescribed by the authority of the Treasury | 


The impression has generally gone abroad, that | 


In 1848, two years | 


er to ascertain the outstanding indebtedness and | 


ed upon the suggestion of a number of the cred- | 


March }, 
the boundary act of 1850, appropriating the 
$10,000,000. Nearly all of the claimants submit. 
ted to its terms by filing their demands with the 
Auditor and Comptroller of the State of Texas, 
The report of the Auditor and Comptroller 
fixing the amounts which Texas received for these 
liabilities, were before the Senate, and were com. 
mented upon by several Senators, and known to 
all before the boundary law was passed. I showed 
it to the honorable Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
| Cray) at the time, and he read and commented 
upon it. The Senator from Maryland alluded to 
it in the speech from which I have read an extract 
as did many others. 

When the Committee of Thirteen was raised for 
the purpose of settling this matter, I claimed that 
the amount to be put in as indemnity to Texas fo, 
the lands ceded by heF should be the sum of 

| twelve and a half millions, because the face of the 
amount of the debt, as reported by the Auditor and 
Comptroller, was twelve anda half millions. | 
placed the report of those officers before that 
committee, at the request of the honorable Senator 
/at the head of that committee, (Mr. Cray,) who 
isnow no more. The whole of the papers were 
laid before them. I also claimed that we were en- 
titled to this amount, not only on account of the 
|land which we ceded in the settlement of the 
boundary question, but because the United States 
were liable to Texas in damages fora flagrant vio- 
lation of a treaty stipulation to the amount of more 
| than two thirds of that debt; and I now repeat 
| that the United States are liable to the State of 
Texas in more than two thirds of the amount of 
| this debt for a violation of a treaty stipulation for 
which, if they had been guilty of such a violation 
with the Government of England, or any other 
Government avle to enforce the observance of 
treaties, they would have been glad to get clear by 
paying twenty millions of dollars. [ desire to 
| prove what I say as I go along, and therefore [ 
| will read the thirty-third article of the treaty be- 
| tween the United States and Mexico, to which | 
refer. Itis in these words: 

“Arr. XXXIII. [tis likewise agreed that the two con- 
tracting parties shall, by all the means in their power, main 
tain peace and harmony among the several Indian nations 

| who inhabit the lands adjacent to the lines and rivers which 
form the boundaries of the two countries; and the better to 
attain this object, both parties bind themselves expressly to 
| restrain, by force, all hostilities and incursions on the part 
| of the [ndian nations living within their respective bound- 
aries; so that the United States of America will not suffer 

| their Indians to attack the citizens of the United Mexican 

States, nor the Indians inhabiting their territory ; nor will 

the United Mexican States permit the Indians residing 
|| within their territories to commit hostilities against the cit- 
| izens of the United States of America, nor against the In 
| dians residing within the limits of the United States, inan¥ 
| manner whatever.” 
| Mr. President, this article of the treaty was 
| shamefully violated by the United States before 
the revolution in Texas took place. The Creeks, 
the Shawnees, the Caddoes, and the Cherokees, 
with various other tribes, to the number of over 
| two thousand warriors, went over and settled them- 
| selves upon the soil of Texas, against the provis- 
ions of the treaty to which [ refer, and from that 
day to this have been committing depredations 
upon the people of Texas and Mexico. 

\@ Mr. BAYARD. That treaty was with Mex- 
ico, not with Texas. 

Mr. RUSK. I know that the Senator from Dela- 
ware is a good lawyer, and imagines that he will 
get clear of the obligations incurred, because the 
treaty was made with Mexico, and not with 
Texas. Sir, there isa treaty of the same sort 
now with Mexico, and it is violated every day. 
There is not a soldier thereto enforce it. Let me 
say to the honorable Senator that, with all his 
legal knowledge, 1 will show him before I get 
\| through, that it is not only in violation of law, 
but it is a violation of every principle of humapity 
and good neighborhood, upon the part of this Gov- 
| ernment, to have treated Texas in the manner she 


| has done, with regard to these Indians, Sir, I 
|| may have some feeling on this subject. It may 
|| amuse the Senator from Delaware. It did not 





amuse me to know that women and children were 
massacred by these Indians, and that this Gov- 
| ernment was resorting to special pleading to avoid 
| the responsibilities following upon the faith it had 
| pledged. The attention of this Government was 
| called to this infraction of the treaty, and, although 
| the obligation was admitted, no steps were taken 
|| to comply with its provisions. Texas was revo- 
|| lutionized, and, sir, the Senator from Delaware 
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knows as well as I do, that that revelution gave | 


us the legal right to enforce all of the obligations 
of this treaty against the United States, especially 
when the United States claimed the benefit of its 
provisions, as against Texas, as they afterwards 
did, as their negotiations show. Nobody, | take 
it, can dispute that the United States were bound 
by the obligations of the treaty if they claimed 
its benefits. When Texas was a part of Mexico, 
they were bound by tts obligations towards Texas, 
as well as towards every other part of Mexico. 


When Texas took up ‘arms, she had an over- | 


whelming force to contend with, and in the dark- 
est hour of her troubles, when she could not mus- 
ter over a thousand efficient men, many of those 


men, to my certain knowledge, labored under | 


more apprehensions for the safety of their fam- 


ilies from United States Indians than they did 


for themselves under the certainty that they had | 


to meet five times their number of the enemy in 
the field. 
said, in violation of the treaty. It was known to 
the officers of the United States that they were 
embodied under an agreement with Mexico to ex- 
terminate the Texans, and that they were to have 
the lands of Texas from Mexico if they succeeded. 
Our wives and children were exposed to their mer- 
ciless warfare. They had to abandon the coun- 
try. We could not abandon our posts before an 
invading enemy coming on our western borders. 
Our women and children could not fight-the In- 
dians of the United States whom you were bound 
to prevent from intruding upon our soil, but who 
were there under a promise from the Mexican 
Government that they should have the Texan 
lands if they exterminated us. The result was, 
robbery and devastation of the whole country. 


Our women and children fled, and everything they | 
left behind them was taken by these Indians, and || be taken, if the facts should be as stated by the Political 


we were left nearly beggars at the close of the | 


campaign of 1836. 


These Indians were there, as I have | 





After the close of that campaign our debt did 


not much exceed a mill:on of dollars. 
passed by Texas to issue promissory notes, and 
when they were first issued they went at seventy 
eighty, and ninety cents on the dollar. We hac 
a domain larger than France. We had nearly 
two hundred millions of acres of the finest public 
land upon the North American continent from 
which we had driven every hostile Mexican 
foot; and upon the faith of this public domain 
we issued our promissory notes. If it had not 
been for the Indians of the United States, who 
rendered our public domain perfectly useless, we 


could have raised a fund sufficient to have met the | 


issues of those promissory notes. But they not 
only prevented us from using the domain for 
the purpose of meeting our debts, but they began 
a war upon our whole border under an agreement 
with Mexico, which was known to the officers of 
this Government, often and often repeated to them. 
These Indians began a war, under the stipulation 
with Mexico that they were to exterminate us and 
take our lands. These facts | could make abund- 
antly manifest, if I had time to refer in detail to 
the treaties and public documents bearing upon 
this subject; but time so presses that I can refer to 
but few of them, and [ shall begin with a tre 

made by this Government with the Caddo Indians, 
on the day of 
terms, is a flagrant violation of the treaty between 








the United States and Mexico, the thirty-third ar- | 


ticle of which I have already read to the Senate; 


among other things this treaty with she Caddoes 
provides: 


* Arr. II. The said chiefs, headmen, and warriors of the 
said nation, do voluntarilv relinquish their possession to the 
territory of land aforesaid, and promise to remove at their 
own expense out of the boundaries of the United States, 
and the territories belonging and appertaining thereto with 
in the period of one year, from and after the signing of this 
treaty, and never more return to live, settle, or establish 
themselves as a nation, tribe, or community of people within 
the samme. 

* Arr. ILL. In consideration of the aforesaid cession, re- 
linquishment, and removal, itis agreed that the said United 
States shall pay to the said nation of Caddo Indians the sums 
in goods, horses, and money hereinafter mentioned, to 
wit: 

‘* Thirty thousand dollars, to be paid in goods and horses, 
as agreed upon to be delivered on the signing of this treaty. 


» 183—, which, in its | 


A law was | 





*'Ten thousand dollars in money, to be paid within one 


year from the ist day of September next. 


; } 
*< Ten thousand dollars per annum in money for the four | 


years next following, so as to make the whole sum paid and 
payable, $80,000. 

Arr. IV. [tis further agreed that the said Caddo nation 
of Indians shall have authority to appoint an agent or attor- 


Ty 
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. | 
ney in fact, resident within the United States, for the pur- 


pose of receiving for them from the said United States, all || 
of the annuities stated in this treaty as the same shall be. | 


| come due, to be paid to their said agent or attorney in fact, 


at such place or piaces within the said United States as shall 


be agreed on between him and the proper officer of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 


“Art. V. This treaty, after the same shall have been 
ratified and confirmed by the President and Senate of the 


United States, shall be binding on the contracting par- | 
ties.”? . 


This treaty caused bloodshed and serious in- | 
jury toTexas. The Caddoes immediately went to 
‘Texas, and engaged in war upon us, and stirred up 
other tribes to hostilities. They received their an- 
nuities in arms and ammunition, which were used | 
against us. Against this treatment Texas contin- 
ually protested. I have only time to read a few 
extracts from this correspondence, which began 
before our revolution and continued up to the day 
of our annexation: 


(Translation. } | 


Mexican Leeation, ? 

PHILADELPHIA, October 14, 1835. § 

The undersigned, chargé d’affaires of the United Mexi- 
can States, has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a 
note from Mr. Dickins, dated the 12th instant, with the 
copy inclosed, and the official lever from the Political Chief 
of the department of Nacogdoches; for the transmission 
of which documents he expresses his thanks to Mr. Dick- 

ins. i 
The said Political Chief, in his letter, communicates that 


the tribe of Creeks, from Alabama, is now emigrating and | be much to the same points. 


establishing itself in lands belonging to Mexico, without |, sive plan adopted by the 
} any license or authority to that effeet; he therefore requests 


me to state the fact to the Executive of the United States | 
of America, in order that measures may be taken to restrain | 
that tribe within its proper limits. As the representation | 
made by the Political Chief of the department of Nacog 
doches is tounded on the thirty-third article of the existing 
treaty of friendship between the two Republics, the under- 
signed hopes that Mr. Dickins will submit the import of 


| this note to the Presideutof the United States, and that his 


Excellency will cause the requisite Executive measures to 


Chief, in order to repress any incursions into the Mexican 
territory on the part of the Indians who inhabit that of the 
United States. 

The undersigned avails himself of this opportunity to re- 
new to Mr. Dickins the assurances of his distinguished 
consideration. 

J. M. DE CASTILLO Y LANZAS, 
A. Dickins, Esq. 
Texan LeGaTIon, 7 

Wasnuinoton, March 14, 1837. § 

Sir: By yesterday’s express mail we received dispatches 
from our Government, informing us of various robberies 
and murders committed within a few weeks since, within 
the limits of the Republic of Texas, by the Caddoes and 
other Indians inhabiting the territory of the United States. 
Our Government is in, possession of information clearly | 
proving that the Indians are excited to these acts of hostil- | 
ity by Mexican gold, and emboldened by the withdrawal of | 
the United States troops from the west bank of the Sabine; 
and therefore instructs us to urge upon this Government 
the great importance of immediately reoccupying Nacogdo 
ches, or some other point within the limits of Texas, in the | 
neighborhood of these multiplied depredations. We would | 
urge this matter more at length on your attention, but for | 
the belief that the necessity of the course above suggested | 
is too obvious to require argument. 


Government several dispatches, all g: ving detailed accounts 
of different Indian aggressions. We trust that this Govern- | 
ment will feel itself bound, alike by humanity and by its 


E. 


control of the Indian tribes in that quarter. 
. 7 . * 


Mr. Hunt to Mr. Forsyth. 
[Exteact.] 





Texan Lee@ation, ? 
Wasuineron, July 18, 1837. § 
. * * . * “* 


I have also the honor to inform you that certain Indians 
from the United States are still committing their depreda 
tions upon the citizens of our eastern frontier, and again | 
would urge the terms of the existing treaties relative to the 


* * * 


I have the honor to renew, sir, the expressions of my 
high consideration and regard. . 


MEMUCAN HUNT. 
Hon. Joun Forsytu, Secretary of State. 


Mr. Forsythto Mr. Hunt. 

DeraRTMENT OF Strate, ? 

Wasutnetron, July 24, 1837. § 
Srrx: I have the honor to inform you that that partof your 
note of the 18th instant which complains of d»predations 
on the eastern frentier of Texas by Indians from the United 
States, and of a trading establishment on Red river, alleged 
to be in the practice of abetting them, has been referred to 


| the Secretary of War, to whose Department the subject be- 


treaty obligations, to prevent a recurrence of similar acts | 


of rapine and bloodshed, by the only effectual means in its 
power, which is the reoccupation of Nacogdoches, or some 
other point west of the Sabine. | 
With high consideration, &c., &c., 
W.H. WHARTON, | 
M. HUNT. | 
Hon. Joun Forsytu, Secretary of State. 


| 
Mr. Forsyth to Messrs. Wharton and Hunt. 


DEPARTMENT OF State, 
Wasnuineron, March 21, 1x37. 
The undersigned, Secretary of State of the United States, 
has the honor to acquaint Messrs. Wharton and Hunt that 
he received and laid before the President their note of the | 
14th instant, communicating intelligence of recent robber- | 
ies and murders by Indians within the limits of Texas, and 
suggesting the propriety of a reoccupation of Nacogdoches, | 
orsome other point west of the Sabine, by troops of the 
United States, with a view to prevent a recurrence of sim- 
ilar outrages. The President submitted the letter of Messrs. | 
Wharton and Hunt to the Secretary of War, who, in his 
report on the subject, states, that after an attentive exam- | 
ination of the positions now occupied by the forces of the | 
United States, it appeared to him that they were better cal- | 
culated to effect the object of keeping the Indians in check 
than if the troops were concentrated at Nacogdoches, but 
that General Arbuckle would be directed to move some of 
his force to a position within the undisputed boundary of 
the United States, nearer the place where the aggression’ 
complained of are represented to have been committed, 
aud to use increased vigilance in observing any hostile 
movements of the Indians in that quarter 
The undersigned embraces this opportunity to renew to 
Messrs. Wharton and Hunt the assurance of his distin- 
guished consideration. JOHN FORSYTH. 


Messrs. Wuarton and Hunt, &e., £c., ¥c. 


longs. More specific information, however, will probably 
be deemed necessary to enable the officers of the United 
States to direct their operations with efficiency, forthe pur 
pose of restraining the Indians and their abettors, 

I have the honor to renew to you the assurances of my 
distinguished consideration. ‘ 


JOHN FORSYTH. 

Hon. Memvucan Hunt, &c., §c., fe. 

I might multiply these extracts, but it would 
In 1838, an exten- 
; Mexican Govern- 
ment to enlist all the border Indians of the United 
States in a war upon Texas was discovered, and 
brought to the notice of this Government by some 
of its own officers, as well as by the representative 
of Texas. I will only trouble the Senate by read- 
ing one of these papers, which will speak for it- 
self. Itis the journal of a Mexican officer sent 
to excite the Indians to war upon Texas. 


| Private instructions for the captains of friendly Indians of 


Tevras, by his Excellency the General-in Chie? Vicente 

Filisola. 

Aa soon as you arrive you will invite them taa meeting, 
and propose to them that they and their friends should take 
up arms in defense of the integrity of the Mexican terntory 
in Texas; this meeting being only composed of the princi 
pal chiefs who govern them. Afterwards you will invite 
eight or ten of each of the tribes to smoke the pipe, and, in 
the name of the Supreme Government of Mexico, distribute 
among them powder, lead, and tobacco, in the usual man 
ner; this being done, you will keep an account of your op- 
erations, and inform me officially of the came. You will 
make them understand that as soon as they have agreed in 
taking up arms, they will be rewarded aceording to their 
merits; and that so soen as they have taken possession of 
the places that I have mentioned to you, you will advise 
me by an extraordinary courier, giving me a detailed ac 
count of the strength of the Mexican force, and of the In 
dian tribes, with the plan of attack, that | may be enabled 
to direct the forces that are to leave from this place to the 
assistance of those who are to operate in that quarter. 
Make them understand that as soon as the campaign is 
over, they will be able to proceed to Mexico, to pay their 
respects to the Supreme Government, who will senda com 
missioner to give to each possession of the land they are 


|; entitled to. 
Within the last two months we have received from our || 


COMPANIONS AND Frienns: Never was the country in 
more need of your services than at the present time. ‘To 


preserve the national honor, I present myself in the field of 


battle to share your fate. Such are the orders of the Gen 
eral-in-Chief, who has desired me to notice particularly, in 
my Official returns, the services that you may render, so 
that the nation may value your worth. You are not per- 
sonally known to me, but I can assure you that often have 
{ shed my blood in defense of the country ; and in conelu 
sion | may say, that, in the last struggie in Texas, | was 
present in the field, and exposed my life to the bazard or 
fate of war. I shall not be the first to present myself in 
the battle-field, neither shall 1 be the last. 

Provided, * s * * * 

The President instruets me to take notice of your good 
behavior in the campaign, and not only 40 recommend 
you in my official reports, but also to make a list of the 


widows aad of the mothers who have been deprived of 


their children, in order that they may eujoy the amount of 
jand to which they were entitled. 

There will be a place of deposit fixed upon to keep horses, 
mules, cattle, provisions, clothing, &c.. and when the cam 
paign terminates, all will be distributed among those who 


participate in it; those who may by some unexpected cir- 


cumstance be prevented from joining in the war, will like 
wise be entitled toa share of the spoil. 

As soon as the news of our operations are made known in 
Matamoros, bis Excellency the General in-Chief will make 
a forced march towards the poont where our troops may be, 
so that in the event of any sudden reverse you will be 
aided, and a central position fixed upon for your reunion, 
to be headquarters during the remainder of the campaign. 

Each division will have its own supplies of the uuni 
tions of war, which they will carry with them; and the 
commanding officer will see that nothiug is wanting in Wiis 
respect. 


The other papers are: lst, a power of attorney to Pedro 


Julian Miracle, an« a letter of cinzenship to the same in 
dividual from the Governor of the State of Tamaulipas, 


|| Vital Fernandez. 
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Memorandum Book. ; 
This book is written witha pencil, and many 
words are completely obliterated, and the language is also 
very imperfect, making it difficult to give aly thing like a 
connected or translation. The following is as 
near as | can come to the contents: 

May 20.—Left Matamoros. 

May 30.—Encamped at the Tresnos. 
curred. 

Mey 31.—Took alist of our force, amounting to seventy- 
two citizens, two Indians, thirty-four soldiers of La Bahia, 
and tweuty Cherokee and Caddo Indians. Our horses were 
also accoynted, and ten of them were unfit for service. 

June 1,—Nothing particular occurred to-day. 

June 2.—We are waiting for Juan de La Garza to com 
mence ourmarch, but stillhe does netappear. Don Rafael 
Cabasos presented himself with a passport from his Excel 
lency the General-in-Chief, dated the 27th day of May ; he is 
in search of his goods, and is accompanied by his servants, 
in all to the number of ten. 

June 3.—Started from the Tresnos to the Anaquilas, 
where we tarried for the night. John de La Garza joined 
us with biscuit, sugar, coffee, and a supply of cartridges. 
We are four days in expectation of a drove of gentle horses, 
but we cannot obtain them. Started at midday, passing the 
Colorado creek, encamping on the other side at a place 
calied the **Altos,’? where nothing of importance occurred. 

June 5.—Made an encampment this day at the ** Mula 
toa,’? where we remained to run wild horses. 

June 6.—We were unable to catch any horses. A guard 
of twenty-four men were appointed to take charge of our 
encampinent. Nothing of importance until 

June 11.—When on the Hill of Purgatory, (Purgatorio,) 
a sentinel discovered several men on horseback. 
vanced towards them. 
They fired upon us. Parties were dispatched in pursuit of 
them. They abandoned their cargoes of tobacco, &c., and 
fifteen horses. We encamped to night at the Borrego. 

June 15,—Run wild horses. 

June 17. 
two Irishmen, one woman, and her children. 

June 18.—Eneamped on White creek. 

June 19.—On to-day the Indians became dissatisfied and 








correct 





of the | 


No novelty oc- | 


We ad- | 


They were a party of smugglers. | 


asked Savareigo to letthem go to fight at La Bahia; the | 


request was not granted. Advanced as far as San Antonio 
river, and put out spies, who returned on the 20th, bringing 
us news of twenty men (Americans) and thirty at Copano, 
and that Villareal was at La Bahia with horses. 

June 20.—The Indians crossed the river; I overtook 
them shortly. Took leave of Savareigo. Flores joined me, 
intending to go as far as the Colorado river; but the Indians 


and guides refused, saying the road was too public. We 
— orencamped in a small island of trees. 

June 21.—Crossed the Guadalupe. 

June 24.—At one o’clock crossed the Colorado. Saw 


several Americans, butdid them no injury, at which the In- 
dians were much enraged. 
June 27,—Crossed the Brazos; between that river and 


the Navasoto, in the timber, met the Kickapoos, who re- | 


ceived us kindly and accompanied us on our journey. 
June 30.—Cruz and Cordova went in search of buffalo, 

and returned on Sunday, the Ist, bringing abundance. 
July 1.—Kickapoos left us. 
July 2.—Eneamped on Trinity. 

July 4.—Started for “ Plazeta creek.”’ 


Soon after we | 


discovered the farms of the Choctaw Indians; we directed | 


our course towards the rancho of Buenavista. 

July 5. 
read the communication of his Excellency the General-in 
Chief, Don Vicente Filisola. 


Don Vicente Cordova presented himself and | 


July 7.—We expect to meet the Indian chiefs or cap- 


tains. 

July 8.—About three o’clock in the afternoon Guimon, 
Boll, and their interpreters, made their appearance ; but, on 
account of the rain, nothing was done. 


July 9.—Atseven o’clock we started to a rancho to hold 
> | 


a consultation with the Indians. We read the communi- 
eation of his Excellency the General-in-Chief; the inter- 
preters being inefficient, nothing was done. 
without any understanding, but are to meet them in ten 
days, when they will determine. They left an Indian to 


conduct me to Boll’s house; which was done, and we | 
lam to take the | 


reached that place drenched with rain. 
first opportunity to speak to Boll, to show him my private 
instructions; but T can do nothing as yet. 


learned. Nothing can be done without trouble. 

July 11.—Belmont went to invite the tribes. 

July 12.—Remained concealed, that no one might see me. 

July 13.—Went to another farm (rancho) about eight 
miles distant,»~where there were only two boys living. 

July 14.—Much rain, and no business done. 

July 15.—I am in a great passion. We have nothing but 
milk to eat or drink, and small hopes of getting anything 
else; because these cursed Indians are as lazy as the devil, 


and I am so much enraged that I wish the devil would seize | 
About four o’clock in the afternoon | 


me, body and soul. 
an indian came. I told him that the boys had gone out; 
that I was very hungry, not having had any [thing] to eat. 
He took me to another Cherokee house, where we obtained 
buttermilk, cheese, corn-bread, &c.; we then returned to 
the farm. 


July 17 and 18.—In the afternoon of these days several 


Indians made their appearance for the meeting. 

July 19.—Boll, Bilimoor, and several other captains, came 
in; but the non-arrival of the Kickapoos delayed our meet- 
ing. 

July 20.—The meeting took place. War was agreed upon 
as soon as circumstances would permit, and as speedily as 
possible; the amount of our force to be taken immediately; 
including Nacogdoches we have 540 men. At five o’clock 
p- m., Captain Saguano began to raise objections to the 
making of any movement until the arrival of the army in 
the country, when war could be carred on with energy; but 


finally it was resolved that our force should be in readiness || 
at a moment’s warning. At five o’clock Boll left us, and |! 


Ile has sent me | 
to another of his houses where | could conceal myself; for | 
he said that some Americans were coming with a commu- | 
nication from Houston, the contents of which t have not | 


They left us | 





Encamped at the ** Pastel,’”? where were killed 


' doing so. 


all went away, including Cordova and the people of Nacog- 
doches, about eight o’clo¢k in the morning. 

July 21.—I lett the house to which Boll sent me, and 
where the meeting was held, and directed my steps to 
«¢ Horel’s.”? Arriving at Boll’s house, he gave me a horse 
in exchange for a Lipan horse which I had. About ten 
o’clock we united in the house of Guhuile to commence 
our march. 

July 22.—Marched, and slept at the house of a Cherokee. 

July 23.—Crossed the Neches, and stopped ata Kickapoo | 
village. | 

July 24.—Left very early. 

July 25.—About twelve o’clock arrived atthe Chickasaw | 
village; they gave ue plenty of beef, honey, &c.; the chief 
of the tribe went with us ; we slept with the Caddoes, where | 
we arrived about eight o’clock. 

July 27.—We continued our journey without anything of 
importance occurring. 

July 28.—I am waiting to meet the Kichis, Wacos, Te- 
huacanos, and other tribes. 

July 29.—The captain of the Caddoes presented him- 
self about three o’clock in the afternoon, saying that the 
* Coyate” did not send for either goods or money for the 
lands he had sold to the United States, but that he had sent | 
a captain called Nehomeceno to take his place; it was ob 
served he was a bad man and might betray his trust, and 
be the cause of some of our plans being frustrated, theretore 
he must indispensibly go himself, which he finatly did. 

July 31.+On this day we learned that Nehomeceno did 
not wish to go, preferring to remain with us and fight. 

August 2.—On this day Manuel started for the Cherokee 
village. 

Aueoust 3.—Unintelligible; something concerning a Cad- 
do, and meeting Saguanos, who were coming to be in 
formed as regards the contemplated campaign, or what was | 
meant by the message requesting thein to meet and smoke 
a pipe. 

lugust 4.—A meeting of the Saguanos was held to in 
quire if the Caddoes had got some horses stolen from them. | 

August 5.—I spoke to them aboutthe war with the colo- 
nists ; they asked if the river Colorado was for them, and I 
answered yes, to induce them to join the campaign. 

August 6.—The Saguanos and myself started for the 
Kichi village for the purpose of seeing Casemero, and to 
enable me to have a meeting with them, and to invite them | 
for the present campaign. We encamped about half a 
league from their village; in the morning, early, went in. 
I slept at the house of the chief, Arejena, who treated me 
with much kindness. I invited all the chiefs, and was re- 
ceived well by all of them. 

ugust 7.—I proposed a meeting to march against Bexar, 
but was unable 40 make them comprehend me for want of 
an interpreter. 

August 8.—We are waiting an arrival from the Sagua- | 
nos, to know when they will return to their village. See- | 
ing that they did not come, { determined to go to the Caddo | 
village the following day, and I made my arrangements ac- 
cordingly. 

Friday, August 9.— 

Saturday, August 10.— 

Sunday, August 11.— 


Extract from the official communication of his Excellency 
the General-in- Chief. | 

Your communications, as well as those of the friendly | 
Indians, have been received, corveying your wishes for | 
the integrity of the Mexican territory in Texas, and your | 
determination to make a stand against the pirates and ad- 
venturers of Texas. 

The Supreme Government is well aware of the suffering 
you have been exposed to, occasioned bythe rebels who 
still keep possession of the Mexican territory, against the 
will of every good citizen and friendly tribe of Indians. 

The Supreme Government authorizes you to take com- 
mand, for which purpose you will invite all the principal 
tribes that are willing to carry on the war at al! hazards, 
and without loss of time. As soon as the war commences, 
you will inform me by an extraordinary courier, so that I 
may be enabled to send my troops to your aid, and to the 
most convenient and advantageous point, as soon as pos- 
sible. 

All horses, mules, and spoils, of whatever description, 
shall be divided equally among all. 

The Supreme Government recommends that the families 
should not be killed or ipjured, but conducted to, and kept 
at the villages, where the General-in-Chief will himself 
dispose of them on the termination of the campaign. 


Copy of letterof Colonel Holland Coffee, dated City of 
Houston, December 17, 1838. 


Dear Sir: At your request [ inform you that while at 
Fort Gibson, in July last, [ was in conversation with Gen- | 
eral Arbuckle, who informed me that Dutch, a Cherokee 
chief, had laid before him a letter from Bolls, the contents 
of which were to this amount: requesting the Cherokees | 
to unite with him, and bring the Creeks and Seminoles, if 
they could, to assist in the conquest of Texas ; that Gen- 
eral Filisola, the Mexican commander, had offered to give 
them the country if they conquered it, and assist them in 
I saw the letter, but its contents were repre- 
sented to me by General Arbuckle. The letter stated that 
a portion was to be given to each tribe according to the 
strength they brought. 

This information I gave to General Rusk as I passed | 
through Nacogdoches, and to President Houston on my 
arrival at Houston. 

Your most obedient servant, 





HOLLAND COFFEE. 
General Fetrx Huston. 


Under these circumstances, what did the United 


States do? Did they restrain their Indians? No, || 
Did they rebuke Mexico? Not a word of |, 
it. But I will tell you what they did do. At the || 
head of a Texan force I crossed the United States || 
line, captured and disarmed a portion of these |! 


sir. 
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Indians; and this Government complained of t} 


lat 
act, and demanded an apology from Texas: 
DEPARTMENT oF § raTE, > 
Wasuincron, Janu , 1289. ¢ 
Sir: The accompanying papers will acquaint 


an armed force, in the service of the Republie of ' 
under command of General Rusk, has the acknory! 
edged boundary between the United States and thay 
try, and has encamped on our soil for the avowed ; 
of punishing certain Indians of the Caddo tribe, f 
depredations within the limits of Texas. Aguinst 1 
sult and outrage you will promptly and in strong terms >, 
monstrate, demand satisfactory explanations on the subiees 
and inform the ‘Texan Government that it is expect ' 
quate measures will be adopted by it to prevent a re, 
rence of such acts, which, if repeated, would inevir 


crossed 


OF allows 


‘ 


r 











, iby 
lead to collisions between the troops of the two countyjus 
which there would be great reason to deplore 2 
Your dispatches to No. 14, inclusive, have been re ’ 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, v 
IOH r ps 
JOHN Fo! 
Acree La Brancue, 
Chargé @’ Affaires of the United States, Ho 
Nor was this all. Under the stipulations of the 
treaty to which I have referred, the United States 
had possession of what are now three counties of 
the finest lands in Texas, and claimed jurisdictioy 


over them, because an article of that treaty ro- 
vided that each party should retain possession of 
what it previously held until the boundary could 
be run and marked. Texas was unable to run and 
mark the boundary for several years after the rev- 
olution broke out. The United States not only 
permitted and suffered, knowingly, their Indians 
to go upon the land and render our public domain 
utterly valueless, and render our very existence as 
a nation problematical, but also insisted that, until 
the boundary was run, they would not give up 
the territory which now comprises three or four 


of the finest counties in Texas. Under such cir- 


| cumstances, being totally unable to use our public 


domain, the only means we had, which was ren- 
dered valueless by the United States, by a viola- 
tion not only of good neighborhood but ofa solemn 
treaty, Our promissory notes wentdown. We 
had not the means of meeting them. It was then 
thought by the financiers of Texas that, inasmuch 
as the first promissory notes which were issued had 


|\@een worth eighty and ninety cents in the dollar, 


if they could be withdrawn from circulation, a new 
issue would rise again, and accordingly they passed 
a law authorizing any man who held a promissory 
note to come forward and fund it, and receive a ten 


|| per cent. bond in lieu of it. 


This is the way in which nine tenths of the 
bonds have been issued, and yet the question has 
been argued all over the United States, in books 
and speeches and newspapers, as if Texas had 


| done just as Ohio, Indiana, and other States have 


done—issued her bonds, sold them in the market, 


obtained the money for them, and used it. Such 


| was not the case, sir; but the bonds were issued 


| to redeem the promissory notes which had depre- 


ciated in a very short time—some to twelve and a 
half cents on the dollar, and some even to five 
cents. As aninducement to withdraw them from 
circulation, the holders were allowed to fund them, 
and receive in return bonds at eight and ten per 
cent. interest. Notwithstanding this, the promis- 
sory notes still wentdown. This, in brief, is the 
history of the manner in which the debt of Texas 


| oViginated. 1 have various authorities to support 


the position which I have taken, but I do not in- 
oul to consume the time of the Senate by reading 
them, for I am anxious to come to a vote. 

I shall vote, in the first place, for the amend- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Virginia, and 
the effect of that amendment will be just this: to 

revent the creditor who chooses to hold out from 
\eiitiie others, who are willing to come forward 
and take the amount which is offered to them and 
be content with it, from doing so. Under the 
amendment no one will be compelled to accept the 
proposition offered by Texas. It will be a volun- 
tary matter, and the fund upon which the others 
have a right to claim will not be exhausted. 

Much has been said about Texas repudiating 
and scaling her debts. I do not mean to go into 
that question, but I mean to say here that there is 
| not a half million of dollars which have not been 

estimated at fifty, and some at one hundred per 
cent. more than Wexas ever realized from them. 
None of the scaling has been done lower than 
twenty cents on the dollar. Many of her eee 
issory notes were sold at ten cents, and below 
that sum. 


Mr. PRATT. Idesire to understand this mat- 


a ae aes 


hve eet 


a 


wn 





‘ 
’ 


-rectly, and therefore [ wish to ask my 


mm Texas a question. I understood him 

hat no promissory notes were issued by 
"Stat of Tex is subsequently t yo I un- 
.d him to state afterwards, that when Texas 

1 promissory notes, she realized sev- 

y, or ninety per cent. on them, and 

were subsequently, I believe, by the law of 


ineved for ten per cent. bonds. 





RUSK. (he honorable Senator from 
it ly misunderstood me. In 1837, 
. ued her first promissory notes. They 
inety per cent., soon went down to 
hen to fifty, and fir uly three for one, 
ower Very s l ifter the \ re 

ww as twelve and a half per cent 
retend to be verve n about the dates 
» they ent mwn, br f | had time to 
auth rities betore me, Le yuld vive the 
sely. When the notes went down, 
so anxious to withdraw them from 
, that she passed a !aw authorizing all 
1 to ‘ vonds bearme eicht and 
t.interest. This law was passed as early 
) s went into the market at 
ins and other places, and bought prom- 
tes t rates varying from ten to fifty 
1em mn th . st ck commissioner’s 
| tained bon luem, rating them 
rto the amendment of the honorable 
Sena rom Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] those who 
l to take the proposition which Texas 
to them, can go forward and receive the 
ue to them: those who are unw illine to 
, can still hold their claims against Texas 
United State $y preciss lv as they do now. 
if that propo: ition does not succeed, { shall 
imendment of the honorable Senator 


ryland, (Mr. Pearce,]| which proposes 


United States shall pay this debt in bonds. 
Eve »dy understands this proposition; and as 
proposed to require tne assent of Texas 
before it shall go into eflect, as was the case with 


undarv act 


» acl, I will not t object to it. For the 
iment of the honorable Senator from Indiana, 
Mr. Brieut,] I willnot, and cannot vote; and I 


believe the reading of that amendment has defeated 
tion upon the other propositions. In the 
leclares that when 


boundary act di 
are to pay this money, 


e filed you 


ce, your 


not to the creditors of the State of Texas, but to 
that State. The amendment of the Se nator from 
In 1a Proposes aneriy to disregard this provis- 
ion, and to treat Texas with indignity, as an infe- 
rior power, not upon an equality with you, not 
‘ sovereion State of this Union, to be con- 
hited ln any arrangements which you propose to 
make. It does morethan that. It proposes to do | 


the very thing for which you blamed Texas, and 





mles a portion of the debt lower than Texas 
} has done. Where she obtained eighty or 
! ty cents on the dollar, she has agreed to pay 
imount, with ten per cent. interest. The 
ndment of the Senator from Indiana would 
reduce all the creditors to a sum less than sixty 


nts on the dollar, and would put on an equality 
who went and invested his money in 


vo } } 


exas, dollar for dollar, with him who went into 


the man 


e market and boucht her securities at five and 
ten cents on the dollar. For that amendment I 
cannot vote, and I protest arainst it as unjust. If 
you choose to disrezard the rights of the State of 
Texas in this matter; if you choose to violate the 
f rations of your own law, and to makea greater 
sealing than that which you charge Texas with 
having made, then vote for that amendment; but 


cannot receive 
sir 


ny sanction. 

, the charge has been made from the very 
beginning that Texas is able to pay this debt, and 
has refused to do it. Gentlemen who make this 
charge must find out some rules of arithmetic by 
which ten millions of dollars can redeem twelve- 
and-a-half millions of obli gations before this can 
be done, particularly when one half of the ten mil- 
lions are in your Treasury, and you refuse to 
make any arrangement about it. But, say gen- 
tlemen, Texas has land. Yes, sir, she has land, 
and that land has been open to her creditors at fifty 
cents per acre at all times. They can go tl ere 
now and. take the land at that rate in payment of 
their claims. 

Sir, I dislike to consume 


the time of the Senate, 
and I will not trespass on 





ably expressed by 


it any further than to |i fore that money was to be paid. 


say, that w ithout fault of mine, | have been forced 
into this debate, when | have not time to do justice 
to the subject, n a or the State | represent 
Mr. BAY AR Vir. President, I taken 
no p yart in this debate; and at this hour of the 
sion perhaps I[ should not have done so, but for 
the very unnecessary remarks, in 
of the honorable Senator from Texas in reply to 
what I said in my seat, when with no 
interruption, 1 openly expressed my di 
proposition of 
my own mind to a proposition wh 
ted, | expressed my dissent 
censured by 
enter into ar 


have 
ses- 
my judgment, 
motive oft 
ssent to a 
Ww hen | could not assent in 
ch he enuncia- 
, for which [ have | 


him. I shall forbear, 
y discussion of this que 


his. 


een 
nowever, to 
tion, further 


than to say that it seems to me—not that I was 
amused at the matter at all—that the doctrine of 


the Senator from Texas was most extr: 
and novel, which could underta 
tions on the part 
of Texas, before Texas had 
rute sovereignty, arising out of a treaty 
the United States and the Govern 
[ could not understand the pi 
the laws of nations, or, | may be allowed 
under any principle of common sense that | em 
aware of. Norcan I understand how there could 

be on principles of good fait 
the State of Texas against t! b 

the period when by her own annexation with this 
Government she had determined the principles and 
the terms on which she assented to the: innexation. 
If she had any claims behind that, then 
time to make them—not now. So much for 
emarks of the honorable Senator from Texas, 
called for by any remark of mine, 
educed by this expression of dissent on my part 
in a very law tone, with no 


ke to crea 


of the United States to the State 
eXistence aS a sena- 
between 


one 
ment of Wiex1co, 


“OpoORI 


to say, 


h, any claim made by 


1e United States, after 


was the 
the 
not 
but simply 


intention to interrupt 





; 
made to the ‘hoteable Senator from Co cut 
[Mr. Toucey] sitting by my side. But I pass over 
that and come tothe real merits of the proposition 
before the Senate. 

l acree with the opinions so eloquently and so 


the honorable ‘Sel vator from 
Vermont, (Mr. Prers,} and I shall not attempt 
to mar them by repetition. There is point, 
however, in which I do not agree with him. In 
my judgment—I mean not to enter into an argu- 
ment, but rather to state conclusions of law than 
to enter into any which those con- 
clusions may be supposed to be founded—I arree 
that there was no obligation under the 
law of nations or the laws of morals, that | can see, 
by which it was incumbenton the Government of 
the United States at any time to provide ™ the 
debts of Texas, exc ert to the ex tent which ts 
bodied in what is called the 
I shall presently notice. Nor do I ‘deat that the 
boundary act implies or creates an obligation on 
the part of the United States to pay any debt of 
Texas. I admit that the State of Texas is to 
settle her own debt, but I look to the provision of 
the boundary act as a contract betwe 
the United § which has a stit 
at war with the amendm ent of the a 
ator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,]and wi 

vents all vossibility of my 


one 


reasons on 


arising 


em- 


} 
bounda act, I 


whiel 


my 
I exas nd 


States, stipulation entirely 


le Se 
pre- 


voting for that amend- 


ment. This is the view which | take of that 
stipulation: The Government of the United Sta‘es 
had refused to admit by her agreement—and I say 


it is agreement alone which binds nations in their 
political contracts in reference to individuals of 
another State with whom they make 
any liability for the debts of Texas. When the 
United States passed t} the bounda iry act, containing 
proposals to Texas for settling the dispute in ref- 
erence to her boundary line, and agreed to pay 
to her a certain sum of money, that money be- 
came, not, in the language of the honorable Sen- 
ator for Vermont, the money of Texas absolutely, 
but it became the money of 
with the conditions, and on the performance of 
the conditions, expressed in the law. Now, what 
are the conditions ? What is the agreement of the 
United States ?—for to that extent they are bound, 
and no further. One condition was, that the 
United States were to pay $5,000,000. The 


a contract— 


have paid it. ~ further condition was, that they 
should issue ,000,000 of stock to the State of 
Texas. bearing an interest of five t l 


per cent., and 
redeemable in fourteen years, on the express con- 
dition that certain creditors of nn as were to file 
releases in the T reasury of the United States be- 


wi! if was 


the 


ion either under | 


Texas in accordance 
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on the part of the 
and 
Texas from the period of 
had been making claims upon the United 


object of that stipulation 
Government At that 


creditors of 


ume, petore it, the 
annexation 


miates; 


the United S , not deeming those claims to | 
just, meant, in the boundary act, containing their 
proposals to Texas, to provide that they should 


r 
annoyed oy these < 





no longer be ims after v 
had paid the $5,000,000. In other words, they 
paid these $5,000,000 to ‘Texas on the condition 
that those debts should be settled by Texas—for 
that is the intent and meani of thes uation 
so that releases should be filed i 
the United States as ‘Texas I iw ine 
terms of that provisio) 
i am not going to ente ito a discussion of the 
of the a m of Te ‘. dt riain 
she ha een St OF niu ne t 
in ne 5 rut | meal ; int 
not call upon u i e has called, and I 
am not aware that the Le iture of ‘T's s has 
calied upon us,—to pass the amendment of the 
honorable Sen from Virginia 6 v ie 
had called, the answer wi ! e, You have no 
right under your contract to expose 1 ited 
States, after paying out this nd of §5.000,000, 
to the claim of vour creditors.’’ Che f 
the law were that ‘Texas was not to elve the 
money until the United Stat uld | 
by her creditors. ‘Then the G rnment o . 
United States might w say to the Governn 
* Texas, ** As you have not mp i with that 
condition, you are not entitled to 
money. We wil! comply with our contract d 
we cannot pay you until you comply with t 
lization which the contract imposes upon you, 
wich is, that you shall put us in such a¢ di ( 


that no further claim shal 


[ t I ‘ } 
Who does not under ind erfectiv wei Hat if 


this proposition of the Senator from V 
complied with, and you ) nd i ny 
f the creditors out of the $5,000,000, and the 
fund becomes ex! usted, other creditors } line 
a pledge of the revenues of Lex , made luri 
her state of separate existence as a nation 
come back on the Government and make mu 
ous claim until ultimately you wi ve that sum 
Lo pay? : 

M yo jection to the amendment of t} itor 
from Virginia is specifically this: that we | 10 
obligation to part with one dollar of this money 
until these releases shall be filed. That « ition 
Impose 8 upon the State of ‘T's xas, if eo ’ 
no matter who asks the money, the duty o v~ 
ing those releases filed before’ we pay the mon 
fam willing to concede, on the other hand, \ 
have no right to disburse the fand without 
consent of Texas. lam willing to gu to the « 
ligations of that act, which are in the nature of 
tre aly stipul iuons. l'exa it 
sage of the boundary act was a verel7? 
though a qualific d sovereienty Wen 
certain proposals, and she has accented ther i 
am willing to hold to the terms of t ‘ 
and to pay the sum which we st ted t 
All I require is, that before we agree to 
portion of that sum, Texas shall have set 
her creditors in such a manner s;she we 
Therefore it is that I am opposed te ‘ 
ment of the honorable Sen r from Vireinia, 
cause it asks us to violate our obliestion. and 
leaves us open to the continuous « im Of all the 


creditors, by the 
tial 


distribution of this sum or 


releases, and we know that the result wv 


that we shall have to pay the balance of 
to Texas. [am unwilling to place the United 
States in that condition, because | do 
nize the 
beyond the extent of the ob! tion aria made 
that boundary a t, either in public law or in wood 
morals. 


1} 
ovlii¢ation on our partto pav one 


The argument of the honorable Sen utor from 
Vermont wus conclusive on that question, in my 
opinion. The point in which | differ from m 
is, that he assumed that the United States 
nay he tate f Tes : d } - 
pay the State 0 exas under the provi 


that law. 


wo t ey may, ! f the yc! hoose to e 
ter the subsequent claims on the ort ¢ 
creditors. Withoutadmitting that the 
just, we, for our protection, chose to urd ¢ 


selves against them. Now, what: bh i 


’ 
orany of the creditors of ‘l'exas, to 

and ask us to abdicate the conditron o 
these.bonds were to be issued unless tha - 
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tion has been complied with? It is, therefore, in | Was there ever a proposition involving the same 
| amount of absurdity? No, the land was purchased 
| in a crisis of great public excitement, to buy the 


reference to the interests of the General Govern- 
ment that | say that until she places herself in that 
condition—and she, and she alone, ean do it—we 
are not bound to pay a dollar. 1 do not question 
the propriety of her conduct. I have nothing to 
do with it. But I say that there is an obligation 
upon her before one dollar of that stock can be 
demanded by any person, either by her authority 
or without it, of having those releases filed in the 
Treasury of the United States. 


ly, as in all other cases, the Government will be 
bound to recognize it. If | thought it was the 
right or the duty of the United States to pay these 
claims independent of the stupulations of thatlaw, 
or to go one dollar beyond it, | might agree to go 
further, but as it is, | cannot. 

So much for the proposition of the honorable 
Senator from Virginia; and next a few words as 
to the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Maryland. I cannot vote for that proposition on 
two grounds. 


a close calculation, something like $1,800,000. 
That would be the effect, as I calculate it. I know 
of no obligation on the part of the United States 
to do that. But a far greater objection arises in 
my mind to this proposition. With a view to a 
settlement of this question, considering that we 
have a redundant Treasury, | might be disposed 
to pass over much. 
to pay, we have the power to pay, if we choose, 
beyond the $5,000,000, and considering the state 


of the Treasury, | might, for the sake of quiet, | ; 
|| remotest analogy to the issue before us. 


yossibly agree to pay more than that amount. 


3ut lam unwilling to vote for a proposition which | 


creates a debt for that amount to last for a period 
of twenty years when there is money in the Treas- 


ury sufficient to pay any such debt if it exists. | 


Therefore, if any such proposition is to be made— 
and it must be made, | admit, with the assent of 
Texas, in order to get my vote—I am willing to 
vote a sum of money which will be sufficient to 
satisfy these creditors, if it does not go much be- 
yond the amount which was stipulated in the con- 
tract. I could do iton the principle of quieting 


the whole matter, though I deny the obligation of | 


the United States, in any mode whatever, for one 
dollar of that debt; and [ say that their whole ob- 
ligation, legal or moral, rests on an agreement to 
pay to the State of Texas $5,000,000 in bonds, 
whenever Texas complies with a certain condi- 
tion. 
have a right to ask it, but until she does comply, 
neither she nor the creditors who affect to repre- 
sent her have a right to ask us to depart from that 
condition. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
at which I can expect the attention of the Senate; 


but allow me to make two or three simple propo- | 

sitions, and I shall make them as distinctly as | | 

The honorable Senator from Delaware 0 
1e 


can. 
the United States were not liable primarily to t 

creditors of Texas, and that the United States are 
under no obligation to those creditors, unless they 


have assumed that liability by the boundary act. | 
Have the United States be- . \ ha 
|| cation, characterized by so much diffidence, was 
able? | 


What a proposition ! 
come snlieuelienn to pay liabilities after ie were 
incurred, when they were not originally li 
Does anybody believe any such thing? 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not state that the United 
S'ates were bound under the boundary act. On 


the contrary, I said their only obligation in refer- | 


ence to the debt existed under the boundary act. 
1 endeavored to define what that was, but I did not 
contend that it was an obligation to pay the debts. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lunderstood my friend from 
Delaware distinctly to have laid down the propo- 


sition | have attributed to him; but modified as it | 
even is by his explanation, it does not mend es- | 


sentially the erroneous postulate that the United 
States was originally, or are now liable for the 


public debt of Texas even under the boundary act. | 


All tha: she is responsible for is to pay the amount 
to Texas of the purchase-money for the territory 
ceded to the United States under that act, on the 


condition of the creditors of Texas signing their | 


releases; and this amount we are bound to pay to 
Texas, and not to her creditors. 

Was the land, too, purchased to pay a debt for 
which the United States was originally liable? 
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| it than christianizing the Hottentots, 
| avert a collision which might have led to a bloody 


If we do not | 
exact that condition, we shall render ourselves | 
liavle to constant claim until, of course, ultimate- | 


| State, saving and excepting the exercise of some of 
| its faculties she had delegated to the United States. 


One is, thei it in fact increases the | 
amount of the sum to be paid by the United | 
States to the creditors of Texas, by, 1 think, on | 


| nexation, and entered into a solemn stipulation 


Although we are not bound | ! t 
|| The case cited by the gentleman from Maryland, || 


| of the debt, 
| her public creditors, whom she happens to think 
When she does comply with it she will || 
|| the rest are, come forward here with clamorous 
| millions and a half of dollars more, on the exceed- 


I know that this is not a time | 


| people sleep. 


| were voted. 











peace of the country. In the opinion of many, 
and those of good opportunity of judging, the land 
was wholly worthless to us. Sir, the payment of 
the public debt of Texas had no more to do with 
It was to 


civil war, as it was alleged and believed by others. 
I deny positively and unequivocally that the 


Government of the United States is liable for the || 


Texas debt. The sovereignty of the State of | 


| Texas was not merged into the sovereignty of the | 


United States by the act of annexation. She was | 
left in possession of all the attributes of a sovereign 


She retained her publicdomain. She retained the 
power of direct or internal taxes abundantly and 
more than sufficient to pay her publicdebt. Asa 


| sovereign, she had a right to come into this Union | 


on the terms of the compact, which made it neces- 
sary for her to cede the power of levying imposts 
or indirect taxes at her custom-house. She hada 
right to select one of the sources of her public rev- | 
enue as the abiding and available source she had | 
pledged for the payment of her public debt, to wit: 
her revenue arising from the sale of her public land. 
She confirmed this selection in the treaty of an- 


that this debt should be paid out of the proceeds 
of their sale, and that the United States should 
never be called on for the payment of her debt. 


{[Mr. Pearce,] of the assumption by Frederick of | 
Prussia, of the public debt of Silesia, has not the | 
Silesia 
was a conquered province. By the act of her 
forcible incorporation into the Kingdom of Prus- 
sia, she was bereft of every attribute of sovereignty. | 
She had no power to levy taxes, raise revenue, or 

to disburse. Independently of the pledge of her 

public faith, which covers every resource for pay- | 
ing her debt, Texas had all and every one of her 
revenues left, save one, and that she had to sur- 
render in becoming a member of the Confederacy. 
Sir, the creditors of Texas must look to these | 
sources of revenue which Texas has left for their | 
payment. ‘T’o enable her to do this, we have paid 
ten millions. Besides a portion of land, and the 


and twenty millions of acres left to pay the residue 
In the face of these facts, a class of 


are not entitled to the same measure of justice that 


and vociferous avarice, and ask us to pay three 


ingly modest plea that by paying Texas ten mil- 
lions of dollars for some millions of acres of 
worthless land, you have acknowledged your lia- 
bility for her whole debt. Sir, I shall think the 
modest assurance of a speculator, or a confedera- 
tion of brokers, is quite on a par with their known | 
acuteness and power of combining when other 
assure you that there is nothing 
in the celebrated farce of ‘‘ Raising the Wind’”’ 
equal to this. 

It must moreover be recollected, that this appli- | 





preferred the very year after these $10,000,000 | 
Texas now has in her treasury, | 
and in that of the United States, about $8,000,000 | 
to pay her debts, and about one hundred and | 
twenty millions of acres of land, said to be of the | 


BE. — 


] 
' 


—— — 


| years and a half in the 


March l, 


_ with the amendment of my friend from Virginia 
{Mr. Mason,]—it cannot be withheld without an 
oppression the most flagrant and unfeeling—which 
is, to allow such of the creditors as are willine to 
take the settlement Texas offers them to release the 
United States and take their money. 

Texas, in the exercise of her power as a sover. 
eign, has thought proper, in fixing and definino 
her debt, that she would return to each class of 


| the holders of her debt the amount she received 


on each certiacate of stock, with the interest called 
for on the face of the obligation. Where she re. 
ceived par she pays par, and so down to Ninety 
any thirty, and twenty cents on the dollar, ~’ 

do not defend either the morality or good faith 
of this standard; but what [ contend is, that jt js 
no part of the province of the Government of the 
United States to arbitrate, alter, or annul these 
rates, as little as itis in the competency of the 
United States to coerce a creditor of Texas to ac. 
cept the settlement thus tendered to him by the 
act of the Legislature of Texas appropriating the 


| $5,000,000 now suspended in the Treasury of the 


United States. The truth is, the United States 
has nothing to do with it. It is a duty which be. 


_longs to Texas. The $5,000,000 in the Treasury 


of the United States is suspended under a most 


extraordinary and unsound construction placed 


by the Secretary of the Treasury on the proviso 
in the boundary act. That act provides “that 
‘not more than $5,000,000 of the stock of the 
* $10,000,000 shall be issued to Texas until the 
* creditors of Texas, whose certificates of stock are 
‘secured by a pledge of the revenues, shall file at 
‘the Treasury of the United States releases of ail 
‘claims against the Government of the United 
‘ States.” 

The proviso does not say all the creditors, but 
all the claims which a creditor might hold. The 
whole power of Congress is exhausted when a 
creditor signs his release, and when he does sign, 
he is entitled to the money Texas has appropriated 
for his payment. 

There are, by a schedule returned to the Treas- 
ury, sixteen hundred creditors of the State of Tex- 
as to whose payment the $5,000,000 in the Treasury 
of the United States have been appropriated by the 
Legislature of Texas, not one of whom, however 
willing to release the United States, can receive his 
money until all release. Is it within the range of 


I | human possibility that all the creditors can agree 
| worse portion, too, they have, I learn, one hundred || 


to accept the settlement Texag tenders? But if this 
assent ceuld be obtained, before it could be con- 
summated death might intervene to prevent it. As 
has been well put, Congress has no other alterna- 
tive but to modify the proviso, and allow such of 
the creditors as are willing to sign their releases to 


|| do so and receive their money. 


This fund has already been hung up for two 
reasury, and if the pro- 
viso is not modified now, may be hung up for two 
years and a half more, to the manifest injury and 
ruin of those who are willing to take the settle- 
ment which Texas accords to them. 

But it seems that the creditors who have been 
rated in the low scales protest against those whom 
Texas has rated on the high classes signing their 
release and receiving their money, and they call 
on the United States, without a shadow of author- 
ity, to aid them in this scheme of despotism, by 
which this class of creditors may be coerced to 
enter into a confederation with them to compel 
the United States to pay them all at par. Yes, sir, 


| this press-gang is to knock down and impound 


those who are not willing to hold out. 
Let me cite a case: What would be thought 


finest quality in the world—that, too, to pay a debt || in private life of a conspiracy among a band of 


of $8,300,000! Might we not, with all becoming | 
humility, ask these kind gentlemen before they | 
make this terrible onslaught on our patience, to | 
try that of Texas? No, sir, they are afraid of 
finding a tough customer there, and by a most 
luminous exegesis, of finding an easy one here. 
Besides, before preferring this most extraordinary 
application on the good nature of Congress, ought 
they not to have shown us that by the same com- 
pact and organized confederation, they had ap- 
peared before the Legislature of Texas? It is true | 
that this application is made under the arithmeti- | 
cal alchemy, that $8,300,000 of principal to redeem 
at the expiration of fourteen years, are only equal | 
to $5,000,000. 

Bat there is one act of justice which Congress is 
bound to do the creditors of Texas, in accordance 








creditors to prevent those who were willing to 

oes with their debtor at even twenty cents 

on the dollar in doing so? What court of justice 

would sustain an injustice so flagrant and oppres- 
sive? 

If there isa poor man under this settlement, 
Texas tenders in his need and necessities, is will- 
| ing to take even fifteen cents on the dollar, Con- 
gress has no right to aid a combination of individ- 
| uals, for their own selfish purposes, to prevent his 
taking the sum Texas has appropriated for his 
payment. 

What sort of despotism is that which enables 
one man to say toanother, Itis my fiat you shall not 
receive your money because I am not willing to 





take mine ? 
Besides, there are many creditors who have 
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assigned their certificates of the stock of Texas to | 


their own creditors. Texas has, since the Ist of | 
July, 1850, stopped the interest on her public debt, 
while on the debts of these creditors the interest 
is running. By certainly a most unpropitious 
<inking fund, the consequences will be that the 
fund of the poor debtor will be absorbed, and his 
debts not paid. 

But the question may be asked, What injury can 
possibly inure to those creditors who refuse to 
sign their releases and receive the money in the 
Treasury of the United States? Texas has appro- 
priated for their payment. The same amount will 
abide pro ratain the Treasury of the United States, | 
with the accumulation of the accruing interest, 
and they will be as free then as they are now to | 
prosecute their absurd claim against the United 
States for par, or their well-founded one against 
the State of Texas with the fur fairer chance 
of success, as either Government would have a | 
smaller deficit to provide for. 

Much has been said of the injustice of allowing 
the large creditors who lent par receiving par. 1 
ask where we derive our power to prevent Texas 
from paying pro tanto at least a just debt? But I 
throw these large creditors out of the question. I | 
will take the case of asuffering and needy widow, 
who is willing to take what Texas has appropri- 
ated for her. But then comes an opulent broker 
from Philadelphia, Baltimore, or New York, who 
says to this poor woman, You shall not receive 
your money because Texas does not pay me 
seventy cents on the dollar. Sir, there is great 
hardship and no justice in all this. 

if we deny this privilege, let us illustrate the 
national faith and justice by a new and grand 
national painting, emblematic of justice, in a niche 
in the rotunda, of one of AZsop’s fables—The Dog 
in the Manger. Oh, for the genius of Hogarth, 
to representa rich bull-dog, with a gold chain round 
his neck, growling off the hungry, destitute, and 
necessitous ! 

Sir, if Congress did enact in the proviso an | 
absurdity so impracticable as to call on sixteen 
hundred men differently paid, to be of one mind, 
which I contend they did not do, then I say we 
are bound to declare, in the emphatic language of 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia, we 
do not abide this blunder. 

The hour (for it is past midnight) admonishes 
me no longer to trespass upon your patience; but 
I cannot take my seat without one remark, said 
rather in ** sorrow than anger,”’ at the rapid strides 
which are making towards an imperial consolida- 
tion of this Government by reducing the States | 
into contemptible parish corporations. 

By passing the bill of the gentleman from Mary- | 
land, we avow distinctly our power to fix, define, | 
and pay her public debt in such proportions as 
we see fit, totally irrespective of her will. I con- 
sider this the most daring assaulton the sovereignty 
of a State in this Union which the history of this 
Confederacy affords—so rich in the records of a 
progressive usurpation of the powers reserved to | 
the States respectively. Nor is this invasion made 
more palatable by the contumely and insult com- 
bined with it. Does it say anything more or less 
than this to Texas: ‘* We consider you as untrust- | 
worthy rogues; we must take out a commission | 
of bankruptcy against you, and pay yourcreditors, | 
which you have not the honesty to do. You shall 
not pay a creditor par from whom you received 
par, until you pay a creditor par who gave you 
sixteen cents in the dollar.’”’ Does the history of 
any Government afford an equivalent instance of 
audacity? But our pretensions do not end here. | 
The gentleman from Indiana offers an amendment, 
by which we are made, not the apprentices, but 
the master workmen of repudiation, by a scaling 
process, far more comprehensive than that we 
reproach Texas for practicing; indeed, by the 
way, the United States have some fifteen tons of 
con\inental money unpaid, and it does not lie in 
our mouth to reproach other people with repu- 
diation. The Senator from Indiana proposes sca- 
ling down the creditors; Texas proposes to pay 
par to fifty cents in the dollar, that those whom | 
she has scaled at thirty cents may be placed on 
the same level. A very commendable depletion, 
certainly! 


| 


subordinate corporations called State governments, 
and take an imperial master who can castigate 
a State into paying a debt which she humbly 
says is not just. Burke somewhere says a State 
cannot be indicted, but [ think we have reached a 
new truth in our confederate history, that she may 
have a commission of bankruptcy issued against 
her, and be held to bail. ' 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘The Senator from South Car- 
olina still seems to misunderstand my view in this 
case altogether. I do not propose to restate it 
except very briefly. 1 did say that in my judg- 
ment there was no obligation on the part of the 
United States to pay any portion of the debts of 
Texas, unless it arose under the terms of the 
boundary act; but does that imply, in the ordinary 
meaning of language, that [| am not to say such 
an obligation did arise under that boundary act? 
On the contrary, I followed that declaration with 
announcing what I supposed to be the true intent 
and meaning of that boundary act; and I attempted 
to show, whether successfully or not, that I con- 
sidered the object of that act, as regards the Uni- 
ted States, was to free by proviso from continuous 
claim on the part of these creditors of Texas; and 
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that neither Texas nor her creditors had any right | 


to ask for that sum until we were freed from that 
claim; and it was on that ground that | was op- 
posed to the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. I will say further that I know something 
about these claims as well as the Senator from 
South Carolina. 
language about speculators. Allow me to say to 
him that thereare as many speculators connected 


He has indulged a good deal in | 


with the claim now pressed for preferred payment | 


out of this fund as those who resist its partial dis- 
bursement. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to occupy but very little 
of the time of the Senate, but I desire to express 
one or two views which it seems to me have not 
been advanced by the gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me. I desire the attention of the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina for the purpose of 
saying that he starts, as it seems to me, not at the 
proper point in this argument. This debt was 
contracted, not by the sovereign State of Texas, 
as his argument presupposes, but it was con- 
tracted by the Republic or nation of Texas entirely 
independent of the United States, and with which 
at the time we had no concern. Now, I state 
here, in the presence of the representatives of the 
present sovereign State of Texas, that while she 
remained the Republic of Texas, to the very last 
of her public acts in reference to her debt, she 
said by her legislation, and by her Executive com- 
munications, that every cent of this debt should be 
paid. 

Thus, therefore, the creditors of the Republic of 
Texas stood anterior to the annexation of that 
Republic to the United States. There was a le- 
gislative actin 1841—since which period no part of 
the debt was contracted—declaring the whole debt 
to be obligatory upon the Republic. There was 
an Executive message as late as 1843, expressly 
prociaiming to the creditors of the Republic of 
Texas, both foreign and domestic, that Texas in- 
tended to pay every cent of her debt; that those 
who had falsely alleged that she did not design to 
pay every part of it, were insulting the dignity 
and calumniating the fair fame of Texas. 
then was the position of the creditors? They were 
not mere speculators; they were the recognized 
creditors of Texas, conceded by the legislative 
action of that Republic, after the contraction of the 
whole debt, to be its honest creditors, and in re- 
gard to whom the Republic had proclaimed to the 
world the fixed determination to pay every cent of 
its indebtedness. That was then their position. 
But, now, Mr. President, if [ can get the atten- 
tion of the Senate, I desire to press one view of 


| this subject which has not been hitherto presented 


Sir, I will say but one word more: that when || 


propositions of this kind are entertained in regard 
to a sovereign State in this Union, it is high time | 


to your consideration, and I will not go over the 
ground occupied by those who have already ad- 
dressed tne Senate. 

I predicate the obligation of the United States, 
and all I intend now to say, upon the articles of 
annexation of Texas to the United States; and I 
ask the attention of those Senators who have ex- 
pressed the idea that they cannot conceive of the 
existence of this obligation, to the remarks which 
I intend to make. What were those articles of 
annexation? The Senator from Virginia, who 
spoke the other day upon this subject, said truly 


What | 


| lation, Texas had no right to sell. 


a 


between the United States and Texas. What 
is then this stipulation? Why, the Republic of 
Texas and the United States stipulate, that after 
annexation—the object of the treaty—had been ef- 
fected, ** the State of Texas shall retain al! the un- 
appropriated lands of the Republic of Texras’’—for 
what purpose ?-—** to pay all her debts."’ Now I 
have shown you that her debts, anterior to that 
period, and during the whole period of her na- 
tional existence, were fully recognized by her. 
W hen, therefore, those articles of annexation were 
entered into, when this treaty stipulation was made 
that the State of Texas was to retain all these un- 
appropriated lands and pay all the debts of Texas, 
what does the stipulation mean? It is a stipula- 
tion for the creditors of Texas, whose debts had 
been recognized tothe full extent of their apparent 
obligation; and it is a stipulation that all the debts 
of Texas should be paid from the proceeds of these 
lands. What further do these articles of annex- 
ation say?—** That the rest and residue of those 
lands, after paying the debts of the Republic of 
Teras, should be subject to the disposal! of the 
State of Texas.”’ Here, therefore, | say that this 
treaty stipulation clearly appropriates all the pub- 
lic lands primarily to the payment of all the debts 
of the Republic of Texas, and that only the reat 
and residue of the lands were left to the control or 
disposal of the State of Texas. There can be no 
mistake about this, because itis plain and positive 
language about which no human mind can dispute. 
Then, Mr. President, | will assume that I have 
established the position that the Republic of ‘lexas 
was admitted as one of the States of the Union 
upon the stipulation that all the unappropriated 
lands were to be applied primarily to the payment 
of the debts then recognized to exist to their fullest 
extent; and that the Stale of Texas should have 
the control only of the residue of the lands after all 
those debts were paid. 

Now, allow me to bring to the notice of the Sen- 
ate, in connection with this argument, the boundary 
act of 1850. Permit me to say, sir, that I voted 
for that act; that | voted for it, amongst other 
reasons, because I believed by it all the questions 
in reference to the debts of Texas would be settled 
and adjusted; and I will now vote for no measure 
which does not finally and completely seule the 
claim as a claim against the United States. Allow 
me to bring that act to the view of the Senate, in 
connection with the position which | have assumed 
to have established, and then I will ask any one to 
contradict, by anv legal proposition or argument, 
the train of argument which | pursue. The bound- 
ary act bought of Texas ten millions of dollars’ 
worth of the very land which under the articles of 
annexation, were pledged primarily to the payment 
of the debts, and which, under that treaty atipula- 
We hought, 
we paid, or are to pay ten millions of dollars for 
public lands ceded to us by the State of Texas, 
which the Republic of Texas had antecedently 
pledged to these creditors for the payment of their 
debts, and which debts were by our express treaty 
obligation to be paid by the State of Texas before 
she was empowered to sell or alienate one acre of 
the land so purchased and ceded tous. If this 
wee a proposition in a court of law, there is no 
judge of the United States courts who would hear 
an argument in support of so plain a proposition. 
My learned friends may talk about the plain argu- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont; they may talk 
of the sophistry and weakness of the argument of 
Senators who take this side of the question, but 
tnere is no judge in the United States who would 
permit a proposition of that kind to be supported 
by anargument. We have stipulated by a treaty 
binding upon us, as they admit, that these lands 
shall go to the payment of the creditors of the Re- 
public of Texas. We have stipulated that the State 
of Texas should have no contro! except over the 
residue of the lands. We have, subsequent to that 
stipulation, without the consent of the creditors, 
bought of the State of Texas ten millions of dol- 
lars’ worth of that land. 

Now, to say that we are liable to the extent of 
our purchase, to the extentof ten millions of prop- 
erty pledged by ourown tre aty to the payment of 
the creditors, is a legal proposition which would 
not be argued by any of my learned friends in a 
court of justice They may argue it here; but 
they would not dare before the Supreme Court, or 
any court which they respected, to armue such a 


for us to get rid of the feeble and contemptible |) that they had all the force of treaty obligations as || question. If any one doubts this, let them author- 
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ize a suit to be 
decided by the Supreme Cou rtofthe United States 


this to any other course. Let the 
lity be submitted to that court. It 
would be a proposition which we would 
have before us. Let the five millions remain in 
the Treasury. If the United States are not bound 
editora, then Texas will have the whole 
lear of the debt of Texas, and 


I should prefer 
I 
stion of liabi 


impie 


que 


to the er 
of it, and we are ¢ 


the perpetual annoyance of her creditors. I ven- 
ture to say that there would not be a dissenting 

»in the Supreme Court of the United States 
upon tne mues fon of liability. There could not 
be a doubt there. I do not intend to go over the 


which has been heretofore followed, 
which is conclusive, however, tomy mind, although 
that the United States 


rrument 


treated so ke! by others, 


have received from Texas by the surrender of her 
rationality, and her duties upon imposts, that 
vhich was originally pl deed by the Reoublic of 
"Texas for these debts. The argument of my 
i { friend from Vermont, which has been so 
hivhly eulogized by gentlemen here, is founded 
upon an assumption legally and morally incorrect. 
It proceeds upon this as umption, that the Repub- 
lic of Texas, by making this piedge, incurred no lia- 
bility which she could not throw off at pleasure, as 
L nece ry incident of sovereignty. Ifwesay so 


, 
ares rument isn a sound one, 
y and exclusively upon that 
according to humble 


f tuat be law, then the 


but itis predicated sole 


proposition, which is, my 


mdement, false and theretore, the conclusion 
which is drawn from it, is also false. If Texas is 
released from the obligation contained in that 
clause of the resolution of annexation, then why 
is not the United States released from their obiiga- 


tion for the debts of the Federal Government, they 
havi r Deen annexed to ‘T'ex is aS much as Texas 
vas annexed to them? Is not Texas made liable 

nnexation for the obligations of the United 


States antecedently contracted? If BO, how can 


it be areued that the United States is relieved from 
the obligations of the Republic of Texas antece- 
dently entered into? What is to release them? 


The proposition of international law that the union 
o States United States liable for 
the obligations of each State incurred prior to such 
laid down by every author from Grotius 
and there is no writer upon that subject 
putes it; no authority for the opposite posi- 
tion has or can be referred to. Then, if the Uni- 
ted States are not bound for the debt of Texas, it 
is manifestly clear that Texasis not bound for the 
obligations of the United States—a proposition for 
which no one will contend. 

Mr. President, the error in the ars 
friend from Vermont, is con- 
founding, or rather using as synonymous, the 
terins power and A nation may have the 
power to do many rs which would be utterly 
wrong for it to do. 

1 concede that a nation because of its sover- 
eignty has the power to repudiate its debts, but I 

r:nnot draw from this concession of power (as the 
S nator does) the right of the nation so to in- 


, . : 
of tw makes tne 
union, 18 
} 

aown, 


Who ci 


rime 


rned by 


nt of my 
occas his 
right. 
thin 


crease it. 
L had 
been at 


intended, if an earlier opportunity had 
forded me, to enter at large into the argu- 
ment of this question—an intention which the late 
period of the session and the state of the public 
business render it improper for me to carry out. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, that it has 
never been the intention or the desire of Texas to 
escape the payment of her true liability is true. 
It has not been through her agency that the appli- 


cation has been made for the amendment intro- 
duced by the honorable Senator from Virginia. 


Mr. PRATT. I did not say it was. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have this remark to make 
to the honorable Senator; that the debts to the 
value of what Texas received which are now held 
by the owners will be paid. We eschew specu- 
Jators. None of them were found in the day of 
Texas’s need. They acquired the bonds after 
they were scaled to a large amount of what they 
now possess. I know it was supposed that I hi ad 
mohey i in Texas, which was as great a mistake 
as any man ever made. [Laughter.] But I was 
written to, to obtain money for the purpose of 
purchasing these scaled liabilities at fifty per cent. 
discount. I was written to by gentlemen, and 
told that they could be bought up at that rate, and 
that it was a fine speculation. | will say that | re- 


THE 


rouge he tha t the que stion may be 


| standing betwee 


plied, that [ did not speculate. I said that I would | 


have nothing to do with it. 
ten to me from Philadelphia, and from other ciuies 
in the Union, saying what « lescription of bonds 

they would advise me to make an investment in, 
if wanted to speculate. These are some little 
items that are 


Gentlemen had writ- 


rather 


when they were depre are not the suffer- 


It is true, as my friend from Maryland has 
stated, that ‘l'exas, or rather the Executive of 
Drapes did say up to the year 1843, that she would 


“ated, 


ers. 


pe y ightly and jystly every cent that she owed 
rightly and just! y. She did not say that she would | 
pay es rast rally claims which are made against 
her. It was only that the just and righteous 


She is able to take care of 

The Legislaturecan take care 
Give her the money and she 
he means to pay her liabilities, and she will 
just! ly cane el every cent that she owes 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I did not 
question was brought to a 
if it is, 


sition 


claims would be paid. 


her own business. 
of ner 


has 


pusiness, 


vote to-night, but 
1 must be permitted to state briefly my po- 
In reterence to lit. 
1 neverdid think, that tl 


to be 


1 do not now think, and 
ca Ae 1 Sts 
he United Sta 


time responsible » for one dollar of the Texas debts. 
When persons chose to bi Texas bonds they 
trusted to the faith oe mae if Texas had in addi- 


tion to her fai th, ] lee de 
cific property, s still those 
mn 

Texas truste 


they 


any revenue, or any spe- 

vho took the bonds of 
acl only | to the faith of Texas, because 
must have known that 
eign State, had the reht at an 
revenue intoa diiferent channel if she 
The pledge, therefore, 


Texas, being a sover- 
to divert that 
Saw proper. 
Aa y rr 

f the revenues of Texas or 
specific oe was simply a 


Vv time 


her lands, orany pledge 


ofthe faith of the r form. 
said, that if ‘Texas did iivert that revenue 
wards, she violated her faith. You may say that; but 
sull she had the power to divert it; hence whether 
‘Texas has acted in good faith towards 
ors in that point of view, is a matter 


State in anothe 


between her 


and her creditors with which we have nothing to | 


do. 
As to the 
nothing in 


resolutions of annexation, there is 
them from which an argument can 
fairly, in my opinion, be drawn that the United 
States are responsible. 
ator from Maryland « should entertain the opinion 
that it is not a question upon which any one can 
argue. Iam willing that he should repeat, over 
and over again, as he has done with so much em- 
phasis, thattherecould be nodoubtabout it. Still 
i must be permitted to entertain my own 0} pinion. 
The resolutions of annexation clearly show that 


it was not the understanding between the parties | 


that the United States should assume the debts of 
Texas, though clearly it was the distinct under- 
on Texas on the one part, and the 
United States on the other, that we were not assum- 
ing thosedebts. Why? Because the resolutions 
say so in so many words 
The Senat 
treaty with ended 
whether we call it 
tract between 
one was absorbed 
became a member 


guarantees. I care not 
a treaty or not; it was a con- 
two Republics, by which the 
in the other—by which Texas 
of this Confederacy—and in 


the 


that contract it was stipulated that Texas should | 


reserve her public lands to pay her debts, and dis- 
pose of the residue as she saw proper. We did 
not guaranty the lands to her; we did not cede 
them to her for that purpose; that is simply a res- 
ervation on the part of one of the contracting par- 
ties of that which was her own; which she had a 
right to dispose of. And she said in that contract 
that she reserved her lands to pay her debts, and 
apply the residue to such other purposes as she 
saw proper; and in the same clause it is distinctly 
stipulated, that the United Sy ites are not to be 


c hargeable with any portion of the debts of Texas. | 


Can there be anything more plain than that, by 
the articles of annexation Texas was only to be- 
come a State of the Union, remaining herself 
responsible for her own debts, and retaining her 
public lands with which tomeet them? I do not, 
then, think it can be said that the United States 
incurred the slightest responsibility, directly or 
indirectly, legally or justly, to pay one farthing of 
those debts. 

Then, sir, is there anything in the act establish- 
ing the boundary line that binds us to pay the 
debts? There, it is true, we bound ourselves to 
give $10,000,000 for a certain portion of territory 
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interesting to show why | 
these gentlemen who received the bonds of Texas | 


suppose that this | 


es wereatany || 


It may be 
after- | 


| bonds from that act. 
her credit- | 


I am willing that the Sen- | 


| consent of Texas, [ am willing to do it, 
| do no act without her consent; because, if we 


r has opsoleel of the resolutions asa 


|| and cannot be paid out. 


| will not agree. 








» ; 
March 1, 
claimed by Texas. Five millions were dir, ted 
to be applied to that portion of the debts for which 
her revenues were pledged. I confess that th 
provision was nota favorite one with me art + 
time. But the question now with which we haye 
to deal is, what is the effect of it?) The effec: 
it is simply - this: We pay Texas $10,000.( 
$5,000,000 of which are to be paid immediag 
and the other five in a certain contingency. 
certainly thereby have not assumed any de} 
There is no express or implied ass umption; 
is no legal undertaking to assume. Is 
moralone? Will it be said that by your 
tion of Texas to this Union, the means of Tex 
to pay her debts were diminished ?” No man will 
pretend that they were. Did any one of theh 
of Texas bonds claim that the annexation 
sacrifice of his interest? We all know th: 
was not a Texas creditorin America that ¥ 
an advocate of annexation, upon the grour 
promoting his pecuniary interest. Do we n 
know it?) Do we not know that the bonds 
up in the market immediately when Te> 


ie 


e 
t 








annexed? Do we not know that the bond 
came enhanced in value? And why? Because it 


increased the confidence that the debt was to 
paid. We all know this was the fact. Tl hen were 
the bond-holders put in any worse pecuni: 
dition by thecompromise act th 
ary of Texas? Did you find the Texas bond 
holders against the boundary act— against 
$10,000,000? Weall know they were the most 
patriotic gentlemen in America for savine 
Union, particularly if Texas got $10,000,000 
it. Sir, their patriotism oozed out, and burst forth 
from every avenue, when the glad tidings came 
that the boundary was settled, the Union saved, 
and especialiy that $10,000,000 went to Texas; be. 
cause they were going to get the full value of their 
The bonds were enhanced 

in price after that act, showing, therefore, that the 
Texas bond-holders lost nothing by our action. 
On the contrary, they have been benefited. Hence 
I come to the conclusion that there is no legal or 
moral obligation on our part, to assume one dollar 
of their debt. [am unwilling to do any act by 
which we shall recognize the remotest oblication 
on us, even to pay one dollar of those debts. 

With regard to these $5,000,000, I am willing 
to pay it in any way that shall be agreeable to 
Texas and the bond-holders, provided you do not 
thereby assume any new liability, or increase the 
amount to be paid. I am not willing to augment 
the amount, or to extend our liability one dollar 
beyond the $10,000,000. If there is any other 
mode of paying the $5,000,000 more beneficial 
to the bond-holders, and it can be done by the 
but I will 
pay 
a dollar without that consent, we are not entitled 
to any credit with Texas upon the account for the 
payment, and we will be bound to pay it over 
again. Every dollar which we may pay without 
the consent of Texas is a donation to the bond- 
holders. Call them speculators, operators, ¢ red- 
itors, whatever you please, every cent that you 
pay without the consent of Texas, is a donation 
to them. 

3ut we are told the money is in the Treasury, 
Why? Simply because 
the Treasury Department have construed the law 
to mean that no part of the money can be paid un- 
less all the creditors of Texas agree, and all of them 
[ can well suppose a case in 
which, among the large number of creditors, there 


it settled the b nd 


| might be some obstinate men who would refuse 


to give their consent to the payment. I do not 
know that that is the case here; but if it is, if 
there are obstinate men who are not to be gov- 
erned by any principle of justice, I can imagine 
a mode by which the difficulty can be remedied. 
Let us pass an act that those who do bring for- 
ward and present their claims may draw their pro 
rata share, provided ‘Texas agrees to it. [ think 
Texas and the United States can agree to some 
little modification of the flaw, by which we can 
avoid the difficulty. Ifwe cannot, thereis amode 


| by which we can do it, and I am ready to adopt 


that mode, and pay the whole $5,000,000 to Texas, 


_and send the creditors and bond-holders there, and 


let them knock at the doors of Texas as much 
and as long as they please. That is where they 
belong, and I am disposed to be in favor of that 


project; which is to send the whole 45,000,000 to 
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lex wash our hands of the whole matter, and 
ine to do with the Texas debts, Texas 
ders, or Texus creditors. I am inclined 

that that is the best way. 
is said they will come here. Sir, they 
: here if we encourage them in the way 
ue mendment is encouraging them. We 
i'exas five millions, which are going to these 


They modestly ask us now to con- 
millions of five per cent. bonds into eight 


aers. 





: of three per cent. bonds; and they tell 
| lose nothing, because the interest on 

im is precisely the same that it is upon 

er. ‘The interest may be the same, and it 

that we vill lose nothing before the time 

to redeem the bonds; but when that time 
_itmay be that we will find there ts aslicht 

‘e between redeeming five millions and 

els ions When, theretore, you look at the 
it is simply the naked proposition of a 

1 of three millions of dollars to the bond- 

holders of Texas, in consideration of their sacri- 
iid sufferings by the annexation and the 


lam not 


I can see no leval 


ment of the boundary of ‘Texas. 


willl » make that donation. 


o moral claim for it. I can see no equitable 

: n upon us forit. Ido not think this is a 

tion which ought to receive our concur- 

re Nor did | suppose that it would have re- 

‘ ort enough here to suspend the opera- 

> Government, and hazard even the ap- 

tion bills themselves, in order to force this 

ion upon us. | was unwilling to take the 

liscussing it. But, r, if we have to meet 

Iam prepared to meet it, and meet it 

oldiv: and if it does deteat all the other legis- 

‘ if the country, let us do our duty, and let 

t try determine who will be responsible for 
all the consequi neces that may follow. 

M EARCKE. Mr. President, | am not will- 

i hat the country should be mistaken as to 

Ww 1e res onsibility is justly chargeable. It 


vell be imagined, from the remark made by 
honorable Senator from Lllinois as he took his 
seat, that it was I who introduced this subject at 


this time. Sir, I deny it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. They could not have ima- 
gined that from anything that I said, because they 
know how it was introduced. 


Mr. PEARCE. The Senator alluded to the in- 
troduction of the measure. 

Vir. DOUGLAS. 
Mr. PEARCE. Who has consumed the time? 
Who has made long speeches? Who rose just at 
eleven o’clock to refute what other gentlemen 
posed they had already refuted? And who now 
charges those who advocate this measure with 
having thrown the proposition before the Senate, 
which was to defeat the appropriation biils and 
stop the wheels of Government? Sir, I did not 
introduce this measure, except as a matter of de- 
fense. The Senator from Virginia insisted upon 
the introduction of his proposition—a proposition 
which some gentlemen here had characterized as 
i will not do so. I was perfectly will- 
ing to let the whole subject pass from the consid- 
eration of Congress. I did not wish to introduce 
my amendment. I told the honorable Senator 
from Virginia that if he introduced his amendment 


I alluded to the consumption 








’ 


atrocious. 


I telt bound to resist it, because I thought it vio- 
lated a principle of justice. I do not charge him 
with impropriety, for he is incapable of doing that 


which thinks wrong. When he introduced 
his proposition, then I submitted mineas an amend- 
ment to it; but I did not exhaust the time of the 
Senate with a speech. I believe I did not occupy 
five minutes. I stated in the briefest way possible 
the reasons which induced me to offer my propo- 
sition as an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Virginia, and | would at any time 
have abandoned it if the honorable gentleman had 
abandoned his. I have been strongly tempted, as 
several Senators know, to withdraw the amend- 
ment during the course of this discussion, because 
I saw the evil to which discussion was leading by 
protracting the session of the Senate. I have my- 
self refrained from speaking. Very few friends 
of the measure have spoken. They have scarcely 
consumed half an hour of the time of the Senate 
altogether. The delay and embarrassment with 
which the appropriation bills are threatened come 
from those who oppose the measure. But now, 
sir, since | have begun, I will ask the attention of | 


ne 
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the Senate for a few moments, while | say some- 


thing further upon the questior 


it seems to me that in the course of this discus 
sion, Senators have confounded things which are 
entirely distinct and different. I think that they 


have torgotien the distinction between power and 


right l admit the fi 
ment urged 


ree and ingenuity of the argu- 
Dy the Senatortrom Vermont. but it 
was not new to me, tor | remember to have hea: 


the samear rumetl 


Stanuially from that Senator 
some years ago, in reply to a colieagzue of mine, 
VL) iw tm ° ’ ce . 
wir. teverdy Jonns . 10 \ l rot 
body. He has told u I Whe as ed es 
its revenues it in ettect pledges nothi , and that 
a sovereign power has the right to modify 


policy AS It Dieases. 
[ J : 
I KDOW Ver y well tnat every State has the power 


to change its revenue laws It 





y 
to-day of fifty per cent., a d to-m rrow j pol y 
may require the reducuion oi such aduty to thirty 
per cent. This is the ordin ry power of rat difyi 22 
a financial system. So, too, a i edge of revenues 
or of any particular source of revenue mu 
considered subordinate to those great necessities 
of aState which require ail its means to be t 


to the defense of the country and the preserv 
of national existence, smce, iherwise, the ve 
frame of the Government may be broken up, ai 


the national existence be destroyed. Lb 


deny the general proposition in t 
which it 1s stated, that a sovereignty, by virtue o 
ts sove reignty, has aright 


the fund trom which payment has 


e broad term 


to change as it pienses 


noeen 
by it. Such a dac trine is n t consistent with law, 
and hardly with morality. Nay, more; I ventu 
to Say, thatit a Power were to make a pledge of 
its revenues specifically by name, and we then 


auselessiy, under the pretense ol a sovereign right, 


ndraw 


i 


to Wi that piedgve, and reiuse to perform its 
solemn promise, it would be the right and duty 

any other sovereign Power, whose citizens were 
thus aes rived of the p ede, to yerce ertort 

ince. | believe that has been done. I am not 
sure, but Ll think that something of that sort pro- 
duced the hostilities between France and Mexico 


which existed afew yearsagvo. Supposea pledge 
made that the bonds of a State, 


its creditors, should be 


issued to certain of 
liquidated by beimg receiv 

able in payment of customs to the amount of one 
half of the duties in satisfaction of which they 
should be tendered, and that the Government thus 


bound to receive them, should refuse to allow 
their receipt at any amount at all—would the 


creditors 
Vy Saving 
that a sovereignty has a right to modify its finan- 


Government orc yuntry of which these 
~ ” 
ri 


were subjects or cilizens, be answeret 


cial system as it pleases ?—that the pledge of a 
Government is In effect nothing at all? Would 
any nation with power to protect its citizens in 


their right, be satisfied with such a subterfuge ? 
W ould it not havea right to enforce the pledge 
by the ultima ratio regu Would it be satisfied 
with the declaration that a pledge of revenues, 
general or special, is only a pledge 
that, not having the character of a strictiy lezal 
transaction, it might be departed from at pleasure ? 

By the convention between the United States 
and Mexico, in 1843, the latter Government agreed 
to pay certain awards made in favor of citizens of 
the United States, and solemnly pledged 


of honor, and 


‘*the 


‘ proceeds of the direct taxes of the Mexican Re- 
‘public for the payment of the installments ane 
’ interest aforesaid.’ 

Did the Government of the United States un- 
derstand this to bea pledge of nothing? If so, 


how came they to provide as they did, ** that 
‘whilst no other fund is specifically hypothecated, 
‘ the Government of the United States, by accept- 
‘ing this pledge, does not incur any obligation to 
‘look for payment of these installments and inter- 
‘est to that fund alone.’ 

It seems to me that a Government which has 
thus negotiated is estopped from saying that a 
national pledge of revenues is in effect nothing. 
W hat does such a doctrine amount to but to say 
that the most solemn pledge which a nation can 
give is only a cheat and a mockery? The power 
to violate honor and contract may exist; but who, 
upon any principle of morality, can defend the 
conduct of a nation who issues its bonds pledging 
for their payment not merely the public faith, but 
the public revenues; and not merely the revenues 
in general, but specific revenues, and then, in scorn 
of public faith and disregard of solemn pledges, 
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replies to the cheated creditor, we pledged in effect 


nothing? Or is it less immoral to say we pledged 


indeed our revenue from customs, but we have 


seen fit to abolish all duties rts, which we 


on impe 
have a strict right to do, as all Governments mus 


atall times reserve a right to modity their final 
il systems, and therefore, your pledge sin ef 
fect nothing Could simi conduct be defended 
the case of an individual, and if not, how can 
it be in the instance f a nation 
oir, a Or mh tine er owe nd i or : 
overe itv to modilv i cy s t e dé 
niea, ‘ ca Ta t reum nce 
I estr I I 
x W ' ove ! ne tie ( a SUALE 
may excuse its negiect ot contract and violation of 
pledges, this es not destroy U ri » the 
thu ed { \ t s the: 
tion to ‘ | ’ red is . 
8 ered by \ Wwe aries ’ r diverted 
the source of rever pled we to you nd ye 
must look to such other so is main tou 
| conciude, thereto _¢t I pled revenue 
ometnhing more t e of ¢ ev 
r honor, ant v vali ' in 
tevrity Chis er, and, 
I ine . ! t t } r ~ if om 
Vermont, (Mr. Pres 
But t | ié eat dé 
rh i8s TUN, aga ! t ’ 
it) Ke the s ‘ 
« of l¢ by V I trie Ls x 
eli Wi a ‘ ; ¥ | 
Wa oO \ thie cael y ma t 
sum of m y nd poset t bo 
thro mn ten ousa nas, ! ron 
tne state varie nm the t «ce PF¢ VV } 
v Cire nd it \ y tin vv »\ 
Lake ine | ( I t = ta ; 
thew ! é } ul j 
it to another, e aid irt wi wotne 
that t er W { re iv ! r 
the obligation, i nould receive o i } 
only as the State, in the exercise of its sovers } 
rignts, chose tonx a the am int of s t 
I acknowledge no such 1 on par or 
State. No such rig cal e shown to exist nv 
any book of authority, d if any su hook cx 
be found, it would only be fit to be thrown into 
tne fire; for it wo ild vimiut nr ‘ e of mmo 
rality such as would destroy the ndation of 
all compacts, becaus it would destroy all confi 
dence. | care not whether the holders of the bonds 
are speculators or not: they have the bonds law 
fully. They have them: he manner in Vv 
the compact with Tex i orl a m to ‘ 
them: and the resnor nlitv for the payment ts 


would be for th 


just Ss rreat 3 it yment tot 
orig! | holdera of the bonds. it} iO answel 
a claim to say that speculators have got hold of it 


‘ ’ 





An individual never asks whether the indorses 
his promissory note gave one ni red ¢ 
the dollar for it or le lie or to t 
tenor of the obi ration, a 1 no or nas I L 
do anytaing ¢ 

I do not mean to throw any ¢ ! ipon Ts 
by what ] have said. j regret to have said thus 
mucn. I say it in answer to the ' le 
by the gentleman in rerard to the sovereign rig 
of a State. I think they have been misunderst 
and misapplv and | say it in defense of my 
for introducing the proposition which [ have 
troduced. I introduced it with the kindest fes 
to Texas. I provide in it for the assent of Tex 
[ do not desire that the plan which I propose hort 
ro into overation without her assent | t ) 
that by introducing the proposition which | bri 
forward—one by which she would be relieved fr 
a heavy burden of debt—she would feel that h 
honor was unstained; she would feel that her cre 
itors were satisfied, and that the 4 l would hav 
no right to complain or her. I do not think 


I should be reproached, as | was in effeet, 
introduction ot the 


I proposed to 


for tr 
proposition, by 
ive away $3,000,000 of pu 
I did su; pore as has been sii l, ' 
h better known tha: 
own, that the creditors of Texas had a moral clain 


eing toid 


money. 


man whose name is mu 


upon the Government of the United States. bs 


that Government, by the annexation of Vex 





had taken into its own possession, and diverted 
from the treasury of ‘Texas, those revenues wi 
had been set apart | y that Re ic jor the & 
faction of ite debt. That was said by Mr. Clay 
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I know that $10,000,000 were voted in the bound- 


ary act; but it never would have been-granted by }} 


i} 


this Government, if it had not been believed that 
we were under some liability for the debt of Texas. 
I know thac was the principle which induced me 
to offer so larzeasum. As totheclaim of Texas 
to all the territory to the Rio Grande, few consid- 
ered it originally good, 
had acquired validity by the operation of the treaty 
of peace with Mexico, while others, and those not 
a few, thought it altogether bad. 
give $10,000,000, partly in consideration of that 
claim, and in deference to the opinion of so many 
genilemen, and partly for the purpose of getting 
rid of our liability for the debts of Texas. But, 
sir, it is midmight, and | will not consume the 
time of the Senate further. 

Mr. MASON. I do not mean to make any 
charge. I have none to make. | have no inform- 
ation as to how the bonds have been obtained by 
the present holders. 1 have never inquired; I do 
not mean to inquire. I have nothing to do with 
it. f offered my amendment in order to comply 
with the compact of 1850, to pay this money to 
the State of Texas, to provide for it simply by 
authorizing the payment to be made as fast as the 
condition ts complied with on which the compact 
was made The honorable Senator from Mary- 
land says that upon the mover of that proposition 
is all the responsibility to which it leads. Sir, | as- 
sume that responsibility. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have not said that. The 
Senator from Ulinois (Mr. Dove as] alluded to 
the consumption of time by the debate on the 
amendment, and the consequent hazarding of the 
appropriation bills. I replied that | had not in- 
troduced the proposition, and that the friends of 


my proposition had consumed very little time in 


debating it. 

Mr. MASON. I take the whole responsibility 
of introducing that amendment. But, sir, I say 
there rests upon the Senator who 
amendment to the amendment a responsibility. 
He says he offered his to frustrate mine. What 
is his? It isa proposition that the Government 
shall pay the creditors. It is adeparture from the 
law of 1850. 


{ put this to that Senator: Suppose the proposi- | 


tion that | have made passes, and that one tenth, 
or one sixth, or one fourth of the creditors of 


Texas avail themselves of it, and release the Uni- | 


ted States: what prevents that honorable Senator 
then from offering his amendment as to the resi- 
due of the debt? While we have five millions in 
the Treasury, suppose one million is paid under 
the releases, and the other four millions are not 
paid in that manner; what prevents the Senator 
from offering his amendment then? 
not interfere with his in the least degree. He 
says he has offered his to frustrate mine. I say, 
then, the whole responsibility of the delay or of 
the defeat of the appropriation bills, or whatever 
else may ensue, is upon him, and not upon me. 
I have not gone into an examination of the ques- 
tion about the liability. I do not mean to do so, 
3utif the amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land prevails, it will throw a liability upon the 
United States which | wish to avoid, and then I 
will have no hesitation whatever, so far as my ac- 
tion is concerned, in staking this appropriation 
bill upon it. 
nays on the amendment of the Senator from Ma- 
ryland. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to inquire of 
the Chair whether, if the amendment to the amend- 
ment prevails, by striking out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the original amendment, and inserting 
what the Senator offers, 1t will then be subject to 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bancer 
in the chair.) It will be in order to move any 


amendment which does not interfere with what | 


the Senate has inserted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
of the Senate to strike ont any part of it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir, 

Mr UNDERWOOD. Then I cannot vote for 
the amendment to the amendment. 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays, | 


and resulted—yeas 8, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Foot, Miller, Morton, Pearce, 
Pratt, Seward, and Smith—s. 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bayard, Burland, Bright, 
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| Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Davis 


Some considered that it | 


| was willing to | 


offered the | 


Mine does || 


I now merely ask for the yeas and | 


Will it bein the power || 





March 1, 


: Dawson, | ever realized, the bonds went up in New Orleans 

| De Saussure, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Felch, Fish, Fitz- |) from three to five cents, to eighteen and twent 
patrick, Geyer, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Jones of Iowa, ; . ; y 
cents, in one week. That was the impression 


Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Norris, Phelps, Rusk, Sebas- | : 2 
tian, Spruance, Sumner, Toucey, Underwood, Walker, and || Which this message had upon the currency of 


W eller—34. | Texas at that time. The repudiation had been 
So the amendment to the amendment was re- || spoken of, and believing that what I said was an 
jected. |, act of justice, and that it would prevent specula- 
Mr. BRIGHT. I now move to amend the || Wom» 1 came out with the sentiments that have 


amendment by striking out all after the enacting || been read. 1 am satisfied, with the exception of 
|| clause, and inserting: a Mi of ee a the great valley of 
a Pile! ee the Mississippi does not at this hour in { 
That the sum of $5,000,000, with interest thereon from 1 Na f Tek ’s liabilities’ d ee fifty 
the first day of January, 1851, is hereby appropriated, to be vere o exas's Havilities, and not one dollar 
divided pro rata among those creditors of the late Repub- held in- the hands of those to whom they were 
lic of ‘Texas for whose claims the revenues of said Repub. || originally issued. 
lic w ere pledged according to the decision of the Secretary || Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to make a ene 
of the Treasury, and confirmed by the President of the || . friend fi Indi hi —_ 
United States, under date of September 13, 1851; to wit: || S¢84on to my triend from Indiana w ich may in- 
“ ‘The holders of the certificates or other evidences of debt, || duce him to modify his amendment. He desires 
ems ones ee —_ oo eee. ve 9, ea a || to pay the five millions which have been reserved 
vember, 1536, of May 16, 1838, of January 22, 1839, of || oD j i a 
| January 14. 1840, and one of the acts of February 5, 184", and ey w/ —_ wot a the time the boundary 
‘ax deseribed in said report of said Secretary: Provided, || Ct passed, the United States bonds were worth 
‘That said creditors shall, on or before the first day of July, || one hundred and ten cents on the dollar. He 
. oe a vr re —— : — ees — || desires to pay the amount we reserved. He 
* ceruficates or other evidences of said debts ; and when the || a ; Sas . 
‘ original certificates of said debts have been surrendered ee by his proposition to 7 them in Stock 
‘to the authorities of the State uf Texas, and new certifi- which was at that time worth one hundred and 
‘cates have been issued therefor by said State, said new || ten cents on the dollar. I suggest that he modify 
‘certificates shall be received as evidence of the original || his amendment to make it conform to what he 
desires. 


| amount of said claim, and shall be assigned accordingly. *? 
Mr. MASON. Mr. DAWSON. I desire to ask one question 
that amendment. of the Senator from Texas. Did the Legislature 
The yeas and nays were ordered. of ‘Texas, in 1851, pass any act authorizing the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to ask the Sen- || creditors of Texas to come to the city of Wash- 
ington and release her debts under the act 1850, 


ator from Indiana whether he would amend his 
proposition in such a way as to allow the individ- || and receive payment for them according to the 
ual creditor to surrender and assign his claim, pro- || scale? 
vided the others do not do it, and to take his pro || Mr. RUSK. The Legislature of Texas did 
rata proportion of the $5,000,000? I think his || this: They made an appropriation out of the 
amendment requires the whole amount to be || money in the treasury of Texas to pay to the 
surrendered before any can be paid. Am I mis- || creditors the rates which were affixed to the 
taken? claims by the act of 1848, when the United States 
Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator is mistaken. should so modify the provision in the boundary 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I am satisfied || act as to pay to the State the amount of the re- 
leases which should be filed. 


with it as it is. 
Mr. BRIGHT made some remarks, which will | While Iam on the floor I desire to make another 
statement. The honorable Senator from Indiana 


be found in the Appendix. 
Mr. WALKER. I desire to ask the Senator || chooses to designate Texas as scaling, and yet he 
performs the same operation by his amendment. 


from Indiana if there is any provision in his amend- || 
‘There are amongst these claims various of them 


ment for the assent of the State of Texas? 
Mr. BRIGHT. There is not. which have been put down at eighty and ninety 
Mr. WALKER. Then I will ask this ques- |) cents on the dollar. Texas, through her officers— 
tion: What is there to prevent Texas protesting || and I believe Texas officers are about as honest 
either prior or subsequent to this act, or after we || as men generally are—has reduced them that far. 
have paid the $5,000,000, saying to us that we || The Senator proposes to scale them below that, 
have paid without her consent and against her || and go down to sixty cents, and put those who 
compact with us, and demanding that we pay it || purchased the promissory notes of Texas at 
over again? twelve-and-a-half cents or less on the dollar, ex- 
Mr. BRIGHT. The answer to that willbe found || actly on the same footing as those who paid one 
in this: When Texas has taken the $5,000,000— |; hundred cents on the dollar. Is thisefair ? 
to which she alleges she is entitled under the act The honorable Senator has spoken of his being 
to which | have referred—if she should demand | on the Committee of Thirteen. I laid before that 
|| the payment of the other $5,000,000, we respond | committee of thirteen a statement of the amount 
|| by producing the assignments of the debts which || of ‘Texas’s liabilities, which upon their face 
shall have been transferred to us by her creditors. || amounted to twelve and a half millions of dollars. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Inrelation to the extract from || That committee never reported a sumat all. The 
the message of the President of Texas, to which || honorable Senator from } aryland [Mr. Pearce} 
the Senator has alluded, 1 must regret that the || introduced a bill in which he placed it at ten mil- 
whole of the message is not here. Those were || lions. It was utterly impossible for Texas to have 
the sentiments which I entertained at the time; || paid twelve and a half millions with ten millions. 
and in continuation of that extract I went on to | ‘That was out of the question. The Senator says 
show how and why it was that Texas ought to | she has a large amount of public domain. Sir, 
pay her debts; and it will be found that the sug- |) that domain has been open at all times to every 
gestions there made were those on which the sca- || creditor of Texas, and is now open to them to be 
|| ling took place subsequently, in 1848. But we || taken in payment of their claims at fifty cents an 
| have only a portion of the message brought before || acre; and if the United States will just take their 
| us; and the true meaning of it cannot very well || own Indians off those lands, they will be as much 
he construed independent of and separate from || sought after as any vacant lands on this continent. 
the rest of the message. But I will state another Mr. BRIGHT here again addressed the Senate. 
| fact to the Senate; that after that message was || [His remarks, not received from him in time for 
delivered, in December, 1841, | believe it was, a || publication here, will be published in the Appen- 


I call for the yeas and nays on 








law was passed declaring that every public officer || dix.] 
should receive his salary at par value. But on Mr. RUSK. If the honorable Senator had 


account of the new currency, the value of the bills 
| was depreciated to twenty-fivecen s on the dollar, 
They received their salaries at what the bills 
passed currently. They were charged with the 
amount of one hundred cents on the dollar, when 
|| they only received twenty-five cents, and not one 
of them had ever brought forward a claim to re- 
| ceive compensation on that account. I know the 
|| Executive never did, and that he did not receive | 
one eighth of his salary during the three years he || on the subject were first presented in January or 
was in power. When the message was issued, || February of last year, I bezged the Committee on 
1 notwithstanding the suggestions contained in it || Finance to report. that I might have time fully to 
| in relation to the determination of Texas to pay || investigate the subject. 1 know that it would be 
{ her debts honestly and justly, only for all she fad || imposing upon the Senate, but 1 could show that 


heeded my appeal, and, instead of holding this bill 
back until the last days of the session, had 
brought it forward, as I desired it should be done 
at an early day, we would have been relieved from 
the position in which we are placed. I have not 
| time to-night to go into the investigation of the 
matter before the Senate. I have not been pre- 
pared to hear the appeals of ladies produced here 
in derogation of my State. When the petitions 
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the cries of women and children, who are now in 
their graves, have come up to this Government 
asking them to comply with treaty stipulations, | 
and this Government has failed to do it. The 
Government is failing to do it now, and while | 


, sacrificed by your neglect, and whose rights are 
now withheld, because of the cupidity of some 
of the creditors. Texas has offered to pay the 
amount which she received, with ten per cent. in- 
terest; but here stands some creditor who will not 
am speaking, the Indians which belong to the |, agree to it; and not only will they not take their 
iTnited States, who have no claim onthe territory | payment at the scaled rate, but they will permit 
of Texas, are there, keeping the frontiers con- || novody else to do it. And thus it is that by your 
stantly in alarmand confusion. Yes, sir, render- | own act this matter cannot be settled. 
ing the very land of which the Senator speaks | Mr. HOUSTON. I should like to know from 
totally valueless for settlement, and this Govern- | the honorable Senator from Indiana the date of 
ment is throwing no protection over them. || that letter ? 

| have made no assault upon the creditors of Mr. BRIGHT. January the 15th. The hon- 
Texas, but some of them have extensively circu- | orable Senator from Texas said it was rather in 
lated a book, well printed, containing extracts here || bad taste to bring forward the letter. I desire 
and there to make out a case; and I find in the || simply to say that the amendment offered by the 
yery beginning of this book the following: Senator from Maryland is based upon the claim 

“ft is no part of our plan to give a particular view of the || of the lad y> Mrs. Bonnycastle, and other such 
considerations that induced the Texans to dissolve their || claims. The honorable Senator from Virginia 
connection with Mexico, Sufiice itto say, that land specu presented a petition, and had it referred originally 
jations and antipathy of race appears to have been the to the Committee on Finance: so if it wae a bad 
main causes of the revolution, the incidénts of which we e ’ . 

taste for me to read a letter petitioning, it was 


propose to narrate so far only as connected with the debts || ( 
thereby incurred.” || just as much so for the Senator from Virginia to 
This gentleman says that hé writes at the in- || present it. \ 
stance of no creditor of Texas. That statement || Mr. RUSK. He did not read it openly. 
was very necessary. I undertake to say that the ] Mr. BRIGHT. I bring it as the appeal of a 
statement contained in that extract is in direct || Creditor, and as a reason why the claim should be 
conflict with the facts of the case. Speculation || acted on. One word further. I hope the hon- 
had nothing to do with the revolution in Texas, || Orable Senator from Texas does not refer to me 
The Government of Mexico passed a law changing | when he alludes to thescalping of which he spoke. 
that Government from a federal to a central || I can assure him that I had no agency in it. 
Against that the people of Texas } Phat lady is very careless 
took up no arms; but to enforce it, Mexico passed about her debt. She says itis scaled in some way, 
another law, to take from the people of the coun- | but she does not know how it is; but who is the 
try, and surrender up to the Government, their || gentleman who has written the book to which my 
arms. They sent an army to Texas for the pur- | colleague has alluded ? G-o-u-g-e—nothing less 
pose of enforcing that law. That army came to than Gouge. Mr. Gouge was employed im the 
Gonzalas to take a piece of cannon that the citi- lreasury Department of Texas as a clerk for a 
zens of Texas had purchased to defend themselves length of time. Some how or other we find him 
against the Indians. The Texans told them to || #gainin Texas. He does not know how it was, 
take it if they desired, and when they made the | but he says when he got there he had such facili- 
attempt to take it a fight ensued, and the revolu- || “€s for obtaining facts, and the people were so 
tion followed. Talk about the antipathy of the || Very kind to him, that he was tempted to write . 
races producing the gevolution! Sir, many Mex- || book. He did not think of it when he went there! 
icans, who resided among us, from one end of the || Now, Mr. President, it is a pity to spoil such a 
country to the other, took up arms against us, || pretty story, but whoever heard of a man writing 
and joined their countrymen when they came || ® book of this size (holding upa volume of respect- 
there. Their property was there; their all was able size) without intending to do it? (Laughter. } 
there. They fought against us; and I ask the | No man ever will persuade me that it was an ac- 
honorable Senator, or the writer of this book, or || cident. There was a design in it, you may rely 
anybody else, to show that one dollar of their || Upon it, and that design was to bring the claims 
property was ever confiscated. No, sir; it was || against Texas so as to depreciate Texas in the con- 
all left to them, and they were protected in its | sideration of this body. I have no time to do Mr. 
possession. || Gouge justice. (Laughter. ] I could comment 
Many other Governments have been in the con- || Upon the accuracy of his style, the precision of 
dition in which Texas has been placed. The | his calculations, his statesmanlike reflections, and 
Government of this country was in almost pre- || @ great many good things could be said about him, 
cisely the same condition. It issued its continental but { will leave him to somebody else. My friend 
money, and passed laws to enforce it. They || from South Carolina (Mr. Butter} can do him 
forced the citizens and soldiers to take it. They || justice. But I assure him that I nore he will have 
passed penal laws to force it into circulation. Tex- | no influence to ‘‘ gouge”’ Texas. (Laughter. } 
as never did any such thing. The Governmentof || The yeas and nays being taken on the amend - 
the United States has never paid for the face of | ment to the amendment, resulted—yeas 17, nays 
those bills, or what they received for them. It || 25; #s follows: 
made the plea of necessity to repudiate the whole || | ¥YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bright, Brodhead, Clarke, Fish, 
concern. Texas has not done it. Let the honor- || Foot, James, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Miller, 


| 
. || Morton, Pratt, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, and 
able Senator point me to a single Government || wade—17. 
! 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


Government. 


whick in revolutionizing contracted a debt, and NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bayard, Borland, Butler, 
then offered to pay it to the extent that Texas has || Cass, Chase, Davis, Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of 
done, and at ] ] ft th roluti || lowa, Douglas, Feich, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hamlin, Hous- 
- e, a at so ear ya aay a er e revo ul 10N. |} ton, Hunter, Mason, Norris, Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, 
But | do not enter into a discussion of the rights || Sumner, Toucey, Walker, and Weller—25. 
of the creditors of Texas. I have entered into no || §o the amendment to the amendment was re- 
defense or excuse in regard to the scaling matter. | jected. 
Texas is not responsible to you for her acts,and ||" The question then recurring on the amendment, 
before this Government takes upon herself to de- Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays, 
cide, she must come with clean hands, and account || and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
for violated treaties. But, sir, do one of two things. || _veas 13, nays 31; as follows: 
If you have such anxiety for those creditors, | YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Butler, De Saussure, Dodge of 
either pay the debt yourselves or allow Iexas.to || Iowa, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Houston, Mason, Mor- 
py it. Sir, some of those creditors furnished a Se ed ook Sat mentite. ties 
. ae . : . || NAYS—Messers. Badger, Bayard, Bor , Bright, Brod- 
exas with money—-so itis put down in the book; |! 1.2.4 Cass, Chase, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, Feleh, Fish, 
some performed services, and here stands back || Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, James, Jones 0! lowa, Jones 
one creditor, and says the rest shall not receive || of Tennessee, Miller, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Smith, 
one dollar unless he gets what he demands. Spruance, Sumner, Toucey, Underwood, Ww alker, and 
I think it was extremely bad taste, whatever Weller—3t. : : 
may have been the object, for the Senator to in- || So it was rejected. 
troduce the letter which he produced before us. I Mr, DODGE, of Lowa. 
know not why the name of General Dunlop has || amendment: 
been introduced here; but it has been done. I was Tose ne Secretary wp sae bats Rants mays 
. ° authorized to construct a marine hospital a urlington, in 
not ts at this late hour of the night to hear eerGemeat Seeresend tent have buldnd beedtiy is, appte- 
ae etter ie I aa read mae ae I do priated, the eum of $15,000 fer the said purpose, out of any 
not choose to do so. o not consider that they 
are legitimate arguments. I could read letters of 
orphans and widows whose interests have been 





I offer the following 





moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
That has received the unanimous consent of the 
Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. HUNTER. Is there any estimate for it ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is an estimate from the 
Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 
amendment: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
directed to examine the claim presented by the county of 
Lee, State of Lowa, for the expenses of the United States 
district court, which were paid “hy said county prior te the 
admission of said State into the Union ; and if, apon exam- 
ination, be is satisfied that prior te said time the county has 
paid the amount which, in accordance with the instructions 
of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, dated September 
19, 1843, should have been paid by the marshal of the Uni- 
ted States for said Territory, he is directed to audit and 
allow the same: Provided, The amount thus allowed «hall 
notexceed the sum of 214,400, which is hereby apprepnated 
to that purpose, outof any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 


[ submit the following 


I would state that the provision contained in the 


| amendment has been before agreed to by the Sen- 


ate. It is precisely such a provision as was 
adopted in the last civil and diplomatic bill, in 
reference to another county in lowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PRATT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. HUNTER. I hope not. Let us get 
through with the bill. 
Mr. MASON called for the yeas and nays upon 
| the motion; but they were not ordered. — 
The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I now desire to submit 
an amendment to do an act of justice to two indi- 
| viduals. It is to add the following: 


That there be paid to James B. Smatiwood and Martin 
Le Truite, boys attending upon the mail wagon of the Sen- 
ate, the sum of $140 each, being twenty per cent in addi- 

| tion to their pay for the year ending the 30th of June, 1853. 


Mr. BRIGHT. That is all right. 
| Omission that they did not get it before. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FISH. I offer the following amendment: 

For carrying into effect the provision of the act establish 
ing an assay office in the city of New York, in addition to 
the charges herein authorized to be received, 8100,000 ia 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is only an eppropria- 
| tion to carry out an amendment, which the Sen- 
| ate has already adopted to the bill. 
| The amendment was agreed to; there being, on 

a division—ayes 20, noes not counted. 


Mr. FELCH. 
adding at the end of the clause making an appro- 
priation for the salaries of registers of land offices, 
the following: 

And provided further, That the President he, and he ts 
hereby, authorized to change the loeation of the several land 
offices, and to establish the same from time to time at euch 
other places in the district as he may deem expedient. 


It was an 


That is a matter which | explained the other 
day. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FELCH. I offer the following, by the di- 
rection of the same committee, to be added at the 
end of line 1131: 


Provided, That it shall be lawful for the President of 
| the United States, if he deems it expedient. to divide Cali 
fornia into three separate and distinet land districts, in such 
manner as circumstances shall determine to be necessary, 
| and he shall appoint, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, or during the recess of Congress when neces- 
sary, a register of the land office and receiver of the public 
moneys for each of such districts; and the land offices for 
the same, respectively, shall be located at. and be removed 
| from time to time from such places as the President may 
| deem most suitable for public convenience ; and the land 
| within said districts, with the exeeption of the mineral 
| lands, and such othertands as shall be exempted from sale 
by competent authority, shall be subject to entry at the proper 
offices, in the same manner as other portions of the public 
domain ; and the registers and receivers «hall each receive 
a salary of $3,000, and the usual fees allowed in other cases ; 
but the entire compensation shail in no instance exceed the 
sum of $4,000. 


Mr. DAWSON. Is that in order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is reported 
from a committee. 

| Mr. DAWSON. Then I desire to inquire if 
there has been any survey of the land in Cali 

| fornia? 

Mr. GWIN. Five hundred thousand acres 
have been appropriated, and there is not a !and 
district in the State. This bill has pass 

| ate by a unanimous vote, and is !yir 

in the other House. 


| 
' 
| 
' 
| 


ed the Ser - 
ron the ible 
Wee have no land district in 


| the State. ° 


The amendment was agreed to. 


i 
is] 
t 
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I move to amend the bill, by. 


| 


re 


ve 


- 


eel 





re 




















a a eee 






































































































ance ipamttny pinch sater agra ANTE 


ees 


nme sana petecmemt es 


976 


ir. FELCH. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Public Lands to offer the following antendment, 
head of ¢ s of the public 


to come in under the urvey 


That within each of the several States containing the 





pr « domain of the United tate where railroa ré 
j the la of said States, respectively, to be 
cone red. which said railroads will run through any por 
tion of the said domain remaining unsold, within six miles 
of the routes of the said several railroads before mentioned, 
there ix hereby reserved from sale, entry, or location, until 
rherwise directed by Congress, said six miles, being six sec 
¢ one ) side of the several railroads throaghout all the 
entire routes thereof, so faras authorized by the said laws of 
veral States respectively; which said tanda so reserved 

et apart by the Secretary of the (nterior at th 


f practicable period, in conformity with the routes 
aning from, through, and to, all the points designated 
in the laws of enid States, respectively, and subject to cor 
' pupon plate « irvey fwruished by the parties author 
t iid several States, respectively, at any time be 
f thie ret Monday of November next; said Se: tary 
ting in no respect from the routes and points d 
roaten t law f said Stat respectively, or the prov 





0 i this act of Congress: Provided, ‘I'hat nothing berein 
i ‘ all in any way atiect or Impairthe rights of any 
rw ) have heretofore settled upon any of 
wis, and who would have acquired a title to the 
I existing law of Congress: and the Secre 
fury of the Lutertor, so tar as authorized by any existing law 
i is hereb ae ee ee 
the publ land i oon as practicable to the 
t rved as aforesaid on each side of said railroad 
The i Secretary re natints nid penabodinns Deus ese at 
1 jimencement of the next re on, lor such action in 
t r diserction a3 they may direct, in relation to all the 
® | reserved as aforesaid; and this provision shall 
apply to the route deserbed in the till providing f 
grants of alternat ections for roads, which have passed 
either House of the present Congress. 
HUNTER. I do not understand this 
amendment. We are ingrafting intricate systems 
at this hour of the nivht, or rather of the morning, 


upon this appropriation bill. There will not be 


time for a committee of conference to read the 
amendments which we are putting on. 

Vic. WALKER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by li 

Provi ‘ », That the provisions of this section shall 
ne ’ le to any person who shall desire to buy, 


wate any of said lands for the purpose of his or 
her personal settiomentand occupation ; 


he oan ot tie person mak 


such purpose to be 
ing such purchase 


Vir. FELCH. I have no objection to that, but 
I have not the power of accepting it, I presume, 
as my amendment was re ported from a ¢ ~ommiuttee. 
r, HUNTER. | hope we shall not put such 


things on Live apy propri ition bills. 

Mr. V TALKER. In one p rroviso of the com- 
mittee it is provided that persons who have here- 
tofore se tled shall not be exc lu ded fror n buying 
their lands themselves, and the second proviso 


erson W ho seeks 


land 

the old States, and wants to locate 
them in the land States, to get a home. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe the effect of 

he land which ! 

will be 


Slmply protects the immigrant or} 
to settle on the land, and who buys your 


warrants, fre m 


the amendment will be, that all the 
wait reserved for the bu 
= up for purposes of speculation. 

FELCH. ‘The amount of this provision is 
thi he five out of the twelve land sales, the pres- 
have cranted alternate sections along 
sof railroads. Though they have adopted 
in these cases this principle, they have neglec ted to 
provide for the other States in any respect; and 
those States have received nothing. There is not 
ne for the other House to act on those bills. 
We propose simply, that along the lines of rail- 
roads authorized by the laws of the States, there 
shail be reserved until the next session of Congress 
the alternate sections which would be granted 
now if those bills passed. ‘Thatis the provision; 
but it does net prevent any settler who will go on 
and make actual settlement from purchasing or 
settling on the land. Itonly meets, and is only de- 
signed to meet, the case ofa spec ulator desiring to 
purchase up a large amount of these warrants, to 
go into the States where the grants have not been 
made, and seize all the valuable lands lying along 
the line of the railroads for which grants were pro- 
pose d;so thatnext year, ifthe same justice be done 
to those States which has been done to the others 
there will not be an acre of land that can be taken 
for the purpose, unless some provision of this sort 
be adopted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish the Senate to un- 
derstand this amendment, and I wish to understand 
it myself. T think thechairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands is wrong in his view of it. If 


ilding of railroads, 


ent Congress 
the line 


how 








THE CO 


} 
geant-at- 


you wiil just reserve the alternate sections and pro- 


hibit settlement on them for the benefit of the route, || 
and then allow settlements to take up the rematn- | 


But 
comes of the principle of reserving al- 
ternate sections for the Government at double 
. ‘ . > - + 1 
price, in order that the Government shall lose noth- 
ing: lt is zone, 
Mr. HAMLIN. I know very well that many 
bills have passed the Senate and have gone to the 


ing sections, there will be so much reserved. 
then what be 


House, which are now sleeping on the table of 
riations of lands for 
roads in various instances. We also know that 
the House has passed a bill and sent it here, 
land to the old States 

for the purpose of making an equality in this dis- 
tribution of the public lands. There may be great 
on the part of my friend from Michigan, 

that the Senate bills have not passed the House, 
and [ suppose that those who voted for Bennett’s 
land bill 1a the House, may have very great 
regrets that it has not been upon in the 
Now, I propose when that of the Senator 
n amend- 
that an amount of land equal to that which 
also be reserved 


flouse, making appro 


making appropriations of 
} 


regret 


acted 
Senate. 
Irom 


‘7 ; shall meson atin o 
Visconsin shall be disposed ofas a 
I 


nie nt, 
he has proposed to reserve shall 
for the old States of the Union. 

Mr. FELCH. This amendment of mine does 
not vyrant a singie 
lion. 


The que: 


acre. it is a Simple reserva- 
tion being taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Waker to the amendment, there were,ona 
division—ayes 16, noes 13; not a quorum voting. 

Mr. DAWSON, I! Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think 
here. 

Mr. I LAS¢ yN. I ask for 
the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
aken resulted—yeas 2, nays 24; as follows: 


eH« ry 
move that the 


there is quorum 


the yeasand nays on 


Y EAS—Messrs. Rusk and Sumner—2. 

NAY S—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Borland, 
head, Chase, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Felch, Fish, Fitz- 
patrick, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, 
James, Jones of lowa, Mason, Morton, Norris, Waiker, 
and Weller—24 


bright, Brod- 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quorum voting. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that 
Arms be directed to request 
absent members. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The PRESIDING OFFICER directed the Ser- 
Arms to execute the order of the Senate. 


the Sergeant-at- 
the attendance of 





After an interval of time— 
Mr. RUSK. In pla eressing, it is wy 
opinion that we are unfitting ourselves to do d uty 


to-morrow. 
gone to sleep 


Some Senators have gone home and 
, and it 1s evident that we cannot cet 
throuch to-nis therefore move that the Sen- 
ate do now adj 

Mr. CHASE. 

The PR E 
order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. My motion was an extreme 
one, and I should not have submitted it except in 
an extreme case. Unless we dispose to-night of 
the civil and diplomatic ap; propriation bill, the 
chances are that we shall lose a II the appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. DAWSON. We 
rules of the body by 
bills mere vehicles of 
nary legislation of the country. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 withdraw the motion to ad- 


Is that motion in order? 
SIDING OFFICER. It is always in 


have 
making the appropriation 


journ. 


Mr. DAWSON. I am opposed to the plan 
which we are pursuing. I do not think we ought 
to embarrass gentlemen who have gone off hon- 
estly, under the impression that nothing would 
be put on the appropriation bills which was not per- 
tinent to them. I think it is wrong to send and 
disturb them. I have never, since [ have been a 
member of the Senate, known a call of the body to 
be made, or the Sergeant-at-Arms to be sent for 
absent members. It is contrary to all Senatorial 
precedent. 

After a further interval— 

Mr. CHASE. It is very obvious 
not get through the bill to- night, 
renew the motion to adjourn. 


Mr. BORLAND. If the Senator will with- 


that we can- 
and I therefore 
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violated all the | 


carrying through the ordi- | 
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it a 
|| draw the motion, I desire to report a bill fro 


| Committee on Public Lands, not with any oo 
of passing it at this session, but—— ae 
|| Mr. DAWS SON. There is no quorum, and j 
cannot be received. 
Mr. BORLAND. I suppose by unanimor 
consent I can make the report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ur ons 
|| consent, when less than a quorum is present, a 
do nothing. 
Mr. CHASE. I insist on the motion to ag. 
|| journ. 
(| The motion was not agreed to. 
1] Mr. BRODHEAD. Although there } not a 
{| quorum present, ! presume it is in order fur jjyet5 
| say that I have struggled two days to get Ux . 
}) in order to offer an amendm ent t this bill, a: 7 


| priating one hundred and sixty acres « 
the soldiers who 
| have not been sueces and | make thi 
ment for the purpose of satis 
anxious to have it passed t 
\| deavoring to do my duty. 

Mr. DAWSON not intend 
we shall execute t tneor ler of se: di iw tne se 
at-Arms to wake up gent 
night, but I hope we shall adjourn. 

Mr. HUN TE R. I hope not I think there 
a quorum, or very nearly a quorum, in the Cham 
1} Der. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


more Senators to make a guorum. 


eerven in the war of le 





fyine thos 2 


— 


[ hope it 


lemen at this ho 


It requir ss 


| 
1 DAWSON. This is an odd scene in the 
| Senate, and I hope it will not b persisted i 
} Mr. WELLER. I really think it is utterly 
impossible to prosecute any further bus as te 
|| night. We have this remarkable faci: S if 
\| not all of those gen tlemen who have Si ed so 
1] large ¢ i portion of time in speaking, and OC- 
| cupie ed us until one o’clock, hav ; { 
|| are now, no doubt, comfortable in bed. 
|| Mr. WALKER. And I want them \ hy 
i} and brought here. 

Mr. WELLER. It seems to me that it is ut- 


terly impossible to transact &ny further business 











|| to night, and because of my unwillingness to 1 

| main here without accomplishing anything, I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

| Mr. JONES, of lowa. Will that be equiva- 

| lent to rese inding the order to the Sergeant-at- 

| Arms to bring absent members here, or will th 

| be brought here in the d irk, and left by them- 

!| selves till morning when we meet again? [ Laugh- 
ter. | 


The PRESIDID NG O} ik iC SER ° The vole ¢ 


the Senate is » that aosenut members bi req rested 


| to attend. There is no order to bring them here: 
| ‘The motion to adjourn was notagreed 1ere 


being, on a divi 


Mr. RUSK. j 


SLON—ty 


res 10, noes 13. 
sire to ask t! 


inance il 





| quorum to-nig! 


Mr. HUNTER. 





If we do not 


get a quorum 


so as to force us to pasa the bi 
not ‘a all. 


llas they sent it, ¢ 
U nder these ec Se j 





| here to-night, and pass the bill. It de 


|| me that Senators 


es seem t 


ready adopted. Is not that more important tha 
to debate the time which remains with doubiful 
questions? 

Mr. CHASE. I wish to say 
against the adjournment heretofore, because it ap 
peared to be the disposition of the Senate to go o1 
and act on further amendments to-night; 
intended to offer some, I thought it better to go or 
and dispose of the bill; but as it is quite in vai 





from otiering amendments, I renew the motion t 
adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. Do we understand that it i 
the general wish that we are to refrain from offer 
ing amendments in the morning, so 
| amendments can be engrossed in the mean tim 
| and sent down to the House? 
| Mr. RUSK. .I have one amendment which 
iam bound to offer. 





land finish the bill to-night, I do not expect to 
|| carry it through at all; that is to say, if it be car- 
|| ried it will only be done by the House rej sting 
| all our amendments, and ocheOne r to that rejection 


think 
| we had better make the effort to get a quorum 


might give up their remaining 
amendments, and let the bill be en; grossed and 
sent to the House, and save the amend ments al- 


t 
i 


that I voted 


and as i 


i 


n 
to expect a vote to-night, and as I hope there will 
be a disposition shown in the morning to refrain 


i 


0 


3 


that the 


e 


I 








